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4429. By Mr. ROBINSON of Iowa: Petition urging the pas-
sage of the White radio bill as it stood before the introduction
of the amendments thereto; to the Committee on Mines and
Mining.

4430. By Mr., SINNOTT: Petition of certain citizens of
Harney County, Oreg.; to the Committee on the District of
Columbia.

4431. By Mr. SNELL: Petition of Brooklyn Chamber of Com-
merce, regarding the deep water highway from Montreal, Can-
ada, to Duluth, Minn.; to the Committee on Rivers and Har-
bors.

4432, By Mr. SUMMERS of Washington: Petition signed by

Mrs, E. 8. Kinney and others, of Granger, Wash., protesting

against the enactment of compulsory Sunday observance legis-
lation ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

4433. Also, petition signed by M. L. Irwin and others, of
Walla Walla, Wash., protesting against the enactment of com-
pulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the
Distriet of Columbia.

4434, Also, petition signed by Mr. R. L. Walin and others, of
College Place, Wash., protesting against the enactment of com-
pulsory Sunday observance legislation; to the Committee on the
Distriet of Columbia. .

4435. By Mr. TEMPLE: Petition of a number of residents
of Burgettstown, Washington County, Pa., urging the passage
of legislation which would provide increase of pension to Civil
War veterans and widows of Civil War veterans; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

SENATE
Tuespax, January 4, 1927

The Chaplain, Reyv. J. J. Muir, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

Our Father, not only the rain but the sunshine comes from
Thee, and we bless Thee that Thou art the author of all our
blessings, Be pleased to look upon us this morning and give us
such wisdom in the understanding of the times as will enable
us to fulfill each duty in Thy fear and to Thy glory. Hear and
help. For Jesus Christ's sake. Amen.

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yester-
day's proceedings when, on request of Mr. Curris and by
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with
and the Journal was approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senate will receive a mes-
sage from the House of Representatives.

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Chaf-
fee, one of its clerks, announced that the House had passed
the joint resolution (8. J. Res. 113) authorizing the selection
of a site and the erection of a pedestal for the Albert Gal-
latin statue in Washington, D, C,, with amendments, in which
it requested the concurrence of the Senate.

The message also announced that the House had agreed
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 10929)
granting the consent of Congress to the Pittsburgh, Chicago
& St. Louis Railroad Co., its successors and assigns to con-
struct a bridge across the Little Calumet River in Thornton
Township, Cook County, Il

The message further announced that the House had passed
the following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of
the Senate:

H. R. 12263. An act to create in the Bureau of Labor Sta-
tistics of the Department of Labor a division of safety;

H. R. 12775. An act amending ®ection 6 of the act of August
30, 1890 ;

H. R. 13016. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
city of Chicago to construct a bridge across the Calumet River
at or near One hundred and sixth Street, in the city of
Chicago, county of Cook, State of Illinois;

H. R. 13067. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
State of Montana, or Roosevelt County, or McCone County,
in the State of Montana, or either or severa] of them, to con-
struct, mainfain, and operate a bridge across the Missouri
River at or near Wolf Point, Mont, ;

H.R.13452. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Pittsburgh, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis Railroad Co. to
construct, maintain, and operate a railroad bridge across the
Wabash River; y

H. R.13455. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Ashland Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, to construct,
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ohio River;
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H.R.13456. An act granting the consent of Congress to'
Dwight P. Robinson & Co. (Ine.), its successors and assigns,
;;-i construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ohio

ver;

H. R.14236. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
police jury of Rapides Parish, La., to construct a bridge across
Red River at or near Boyce, La.;

H. R.14239. An act granting the consent of Congress to
Meridian & Bigbee River Railway Co. to construet, maintain,
and operate a railroad bridge across the Tombighee River at or
near Naheola, Ala.; :

H. R. 14246. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Maysville Bridge Co,, its successors and assigns, to construet,
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ohio River;

H. R, 14688, An act granting the consent of Congress to con-
str('luct a bridge across the Waccamaw River in South Carolina ;
an

H. R. 15127, An act for the relief of sufferers from floods in
the vicinity of Fabens and El Paso, Tex., in September, 1925.

ENROLLED BILL BIGNED

The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed his
signature to the enrolled bill (H. R. 10929) granting the con-
sent of Congress to the Pittsburgh, Cincinnati, Chicago & St.
Louis Railroad Co., its snccessors and assigns, to construct a
bridge across the Little Calumet River in Thornton Township,
goolidCotunty, Ill., and it was thereupon signed by the Vice

resident,

GEORGE WASHINGTON BICENTENNIAL COMMISSION

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair appoints the Senator
from Kansas, Mr. CAPPER, as 8 member of the George Washing-
ton Bicentennial Commission to fill the vacancy thereon caused
by the death of the late Senator from Missouri, Mr. Spencer.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Mr, WILLIS presented a petition of sundry ecitizens of
Wauseon, Ohio, praying for the prompt passage of the so-called
White radio bill, which was ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. WARREN presented petitions of sundry citizens of
Hanna and Shoshoni, all in the State of Wyoming, praying
for the prompt passage of the so-called White radio bill without
amendment, which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. CURTIS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Con-
cordia, Kanopolis, Mulvane, Wathena, Green, Reading, Me-
Pherson, Hunter, and Cherryvale, all in the State of Kansas,
praying for the prompt passage of the so-called White radio
bill, which were ordered to lie on the table.

Mr. CAPPER presented a resolution adopted by the Topeka
(Kans.) Federation of Labor, protesting against the seating
in the Senate of persons who may obtain their election through
bribery or the exorbitant use of money, which was referred
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. NORBECK presented the petition of Frank W. Foster,
of Timber Lake, and of sundry citizens of White Horse,
Promise, and Laplant, all in the State of Sonth Dakota, pray-
ing for the passage of legislation granting increased pensions
to veterans of the Indian wars and the widows and minor
orphan children of such veterans, which was referred to the
Committee on Pensions.

THE RADIO BITUATION >

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, Mr. President, my daily mail
is being amazingly inflated by complaints from all seetions
of Massachusetts, and from other New England States as well,
in regard to the present chaos in the radio sitmation. The
difficulty has now become so serions that the Boston Post, one
of our leading New England dailies, has devoted a special
department to the agitation for remedial legislation, editorially
assuring its readers that, with more than 500 broadcasting
stations now in daily operation and more than 100 more likely
to go on the air at any moment, the situation has become acute
and the need of urging immediate action upon Congress is
imperative.

In view of these evidences of the great inconvenience which
the publie is suffering, and the widespread public demand for
relief, I earnestly hope that action by Congress will not be
long delayed.

Among the many hundreds of appeals which I have re-
ceived is an official communication from the City Council of
Brockton, Mass,, which I ask to have printed in the Recomrn
and referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to
the Committee on Interstate Commerce and ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:
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City or BrOCETON,
In Common Council, December 10, 1926,
Whereas radlo broadeasting bhas risen to be of supreme publie
importance as an educational advantage for the transmission of
public information, and as a general public benefit to millons of
the inhabitants, and for the benefit of municipalities, the several
Commonwealths and the national welfare: Therefore be it
Resolved, That the City Council of Brockton belleves that public
comfort, eonvenlence, and necessity require that Congress shall at
the earliest possible date enact such legislation as will invest with
adequate anthority the Secretary of Commerce, or some such com-
missioner or public department in Washington, with powers and
responsibility for the proper and reasonable regulation of the "use
of the air for radio broadeasting, by the assignment of wave lengths
and such other regulatory powers as may be adjudged to be neces-
gary for the protection of the public interest and the safeguarding
of the radio as & channel for the performance of various branches of
public service to which radio has been adapted; and be it further
Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be forwarded to the
Cangressman for the fourteenth Massachusetts district and to the
Benators In Congress for Massachusetts, and that the several cities
in Massachusetts be invited te join with Brockton in calling the atten-
tion of their Congressmen and the Senators from Massachusetts to
the urgent need of such legislation.
Passed in common council on December 10, 1926,
Passed in board of aldermen on December 13, 1926.
Approved,
Hirorp D. Bext, Mayor,
DecEMBER 14, 1926,
A true copy, attest:
J. ALBEET SULLIVAN, Cify Olerk.

LANDS AT PHOENIX, ARIZ,

Mr. CAMERON, from the Committee on Public Lands and
Surveys, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 6384) to
amend the acis of June 7, 1924, and March 3, 1925, granting
certain public lands to the city of Phoenix, Ariz, reported it
without amendment and bllbmitted a report (No. 1212)
thereon.

BILLS INTRODUCED

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous
consent, the second time, and referred as Ioﬂaws

By Mr. SHEPPARD:

A bill (8. 5034) to amend the act entiled “An act suthorizing
investigations by the Secretary of the Interior and the Secre-
tary of Commerce jointly to determine the location, extent,
and mode of occurrence of potash deposits in the United
States, and to conduct laboratory tests,” approved June 25,
1926; and

A bill (8. 5085) to amend an act entifled “An act authoriz-
ing investigations by the Secretary of the Interior and the
Secretary of Commerce jointly to determine the location, ex-
tent, and mode of occurrence of potash deposits in the United
States, and to conduct laboratory tests,” approved June 25,
1926 ; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

By Mr. WILLIS:

A bill (8. 5036) granting an increase of pension to Jane O.
Biggs (with accompanying papers) ;

A bill (8. 5037) granting an increase of pension to Mary E.
Harris (with accompanying papers) ; and

A bill (S. 5038) granting an increase of pension to Fannie
0. Hunt (with accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Pensions,

By Mr. COUZENS:

A bill (8. 5039) to abolish administrative examination of
accounts and provide an independent examination of accounts
in certain departments, and for other purposes; to the Commit-
tee on Finance.

,By Mr. NEELY :

A bill (8. 5040) for the relief of Nannie €. Williams, admin-
istratrix of the estate of William E. Keeney, deceased; to the
Committee on Claims.

A bill (8. 5041) granting an increase of pension to Martha
J. Snider;

A bill (8. 5042) granting an increase of pension to Josephine
Chapman ; and

A bill (8. 5043) granting an increase of pension to Charles
Adkins; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. McLEAN:

A Dbill (8. 5044) granting an increase of pension to €. Ella
Hartwell (with nccompanying papers) ; to the Committee on
Pensions,

By Mr. GREENE:

A bill (8. 5045) granting an increase of pension to Percis O.
Hodgkins; to the Committee on Pensions.
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By Mr. HARRIS: _

A bill (8. 5046) to amend the World War veterans act, 1924;
to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. CURTIS:

A bill (8. 5047) for the relief of Viola Addis (with accom-
panying papers) ; and

A bill (8. 5048) for the relief of the First National Bank
of Herington, Kans. (with accompanying papers) ; to the Com-
mittee on Claims,

By Mr. WADSWORTH :

A bill (8. 5049) for the relief of Frank Henley; to the Com-
mittee on Naval Affairs.

A bill (8. B050) granting an increase of pension to George
MeC. Griffith; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HARRELD

A bill (8. 5051) granting an increase of penaion to Charles
B. Wilson (with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on
Pensions,

(By request.) A bill (8. 5052) to increase the amounts
which may be expended for educational purposes from the
funds of the Choctaw and Seminole Nations, Oklahoma; to '
the Committee on Indian Affairs,

By Mr. SHORTRIDGE:

A bill (8. 5053) granting a pension to James Shaughnessy;
and

A bill (8. 5054) granting a pension to John Gaughan; fo the
Committee on Pensions.

A bill (8. 5055) to reimburse the members of Company B,
California ' Engineers, in the aggregate amount. personally ex-
pended by them for United States Army equipment; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

A bill (8. 5056) for the relief of Vinal 8. Terry; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs,

A bill (8. 5057) for the relief of the Los Angeles Building
& Contraecting Co.; to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. HALE:

A bill (8. 5058) to authorize Rear Admiral Albert P. Nib-
lack, United States Navy, retired, to accept certain decorations
from the Principality of Monaco and from the Kingdom of
Denmark; to the Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. 'UAPPER:

A bill (8. 5059) for the further protection of fish in the
District of Columbia, and for other purposes; to the Committee
on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. JONES of Washington:

A bill (8. 5060) releasing and grantmg to the State of Wash-
ington any right, title, and interest of the United States in an
island near the mouth of the Columbia River commonly known
as Sand Island, and for other purposes; to the Committee on
Public Lands and Surveys.

By Mr. HARRIS:

A bill (8. 5061) for the relief of Mattie Halcomb; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs.

A bill (8. 5062) for the relief of John B. Moss; to the
Committee on Claims.

THE MERCHANT MARINE

Mr, FLETCHER. 1 introduce a joint resolution and ask
to have it read, as it has to do with the American merchant
marine and relates to a matter of great importance.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read.

The joint resolution (8. J. Res. 140) providing that the
United States Shipping Board and Emergency Fleet Corpora-
tion shall continue indefinitely in the business of owning and
operating merchant vessels in overseas trade, and for other
purposes, was read the first time by its title, the second time
at length, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, as
follows:

[Senate Joint Resolution 140, Sixty-ninth Congress, second sesslon]
Joint resolution providing that the United States Bhipping Board and

Emergency Fleet Corporation shall continue indefinitely in the busi-

ness of owning and operating merchant vessels In overseas trade,

and for other purposes

Whereas it is considered imperative an adequate American merchant
marine be established and maintained; and

Whereas no definite plans or program can be expected to that end
from private enterprise; and

Whereas the services mow operated by the Bhipping Board and
Emergency Fleet Corporation are essential services which must be
permanently maintained ; and

Whereas the efficiency &nd permanency of such services will require
the construction of new vessels, as may be needed; and

Whereas the existlng plan of operation, partially by the Government
direct and partially through private operators as clrcumstances and
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good business jndgment may Justify, provided fair and reasonable
contracts, making it to the interest of operators to save expenses and
show results can be secured, Is satisfactory: Be it

Resolved, etc.,, That the United States Shipping Board and Emer-
gency Fleet Corporation shall continue indefinitely in the business of
owning and operating merchant vessels in overseas trade to serve
the needs of foreign commerce. That the Shipping Board shall have
no authority to sell or dispose of any vessels owned except obsclete
or incapacitated vessels, and then only on terms and conditions set
forth in the merchant marine act of 1920, and that any power or
authority heretofore given in respect to the sale of vessels by said
board is hereby revoked and withdrawn, provided sales may be made of
any vessels to Ameriean citizens on terms and conditions which will
advance the purpose to establish and maintain an American merchant
marine, where such sales can be made at the cost of such vessels,
respectively, less a reasonable allowance for depreciation,

Resolved further, That the services now operated be regarded as
essential services and shall be permanently maintained.

Regolved further, That a definite program of replacement and new |
conetruction shall be determrned upon, which shall provide for the |

building of two express passenger ships of approximately 40,000 gross

tons, to be operated with the Leviathan In transatlantie service, or |

the reconditioning of the America as one of such ships, and shall pro-
vide for the annual construction of approximately 26,000 tons of mer-
chant vessels,

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles |

and referred as indicated below:

H. R. 12263. An act to create in the Bureau of Labor Statis-
ties of the Department of Labor a division of safety; to the
Committee on Education and Laber.

H. R. 12775. An act amending section 6 of the act of August
30, 1890 ; to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

H. R.13016. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
city of Chicago to construct a bridge across the Calumet River
at or near One hundred and sixth Street, in the city of Chicago,
county of Cook, State of Illinois;

H. R. 13067. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
State of Montana, or Roosevelt County, or McCone County, in
the State of Montana, or either or several of them, to construct,
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Missouri River at or
near Wolf' Point, Mont. ;

H. R.13452. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Pittsburgh, Cincinnati, Chicago & St. Louis Railroad Co. to
construct, maintain, and operate a railroad bridge across the
Wabash River;

H. R.13455. An act graoting the consent of Congress to the
Ashland Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, to construet,
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ohio River;

H.R.13456. An act granting the consent of Congress to
Dwight P. Robinson & Co. (Inc.), its successors and assigns,
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ohio
River;

H. R. 14236, An act granting the consent of Congress to the
police jury of Rapides Parish, La., to construct a bridge across
Red River at or near Boyce, La.;

H. R.14239. An act granting the consent of Congress to
Meridian & Bigbee River Railway Co. to construct, maintain,
and operate a railroad bridge across the Tombigbee River at or
near Naheola, Ala.;

H. R. 14246. An act granting the consent of Congress to the
Maysville Bridge Co., its successors and assigns, to construct,
maintain, and operate a bridge across the Ohio River; and

H. R. 14688. An act granting the consent of Congress to con-
struct a bridge across the Waccamaw River in South Carolina ;
to the Committee on Commerce.

H. R.15127. An act for the relief of sufferers from ﬂoods|

in the vicinity of Fabens and El Paso, Tex., in September, 1825 ;
to the calendar.
PERMANENT GOVERNMENT FOR THE VIERGIN ISLANDS

Mr. BINGHAM submitted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill (8. 4550) to provide a permanent gov-
ernment for the Virgin Islands of the United States, and for
other purposes, which was referred to the Committee on Terri-
tories and Insular Possessions and ordered to be printed.

BT. LAWRENCE WATERWAY PROJECT

Mr. SHIPSTEAD submitted the following resolution (8. Res.
312), which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela-

ons :

Benate Resolution 312

Whereas the construction of a shipway of sufficient depth to admit
ocean shipping from the Atlantic Ocean to the Great Lakes will lessen
the economic handicap of adverse transportation costs to a vast area in
the interior of the continent, which area within the United States em-
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braces all or large portions of the States of Ohio, Indiana, Kentucky,
Ilinois, Iowa, Missouri, Kansas, Nebraska, North and South Dakota,
Montana, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Michigan, Pennsylvania, and New
York, and also includes a large part of Canada, and within which area
there are more than 40,000,000 inhabitonts, who gain their livelihood
from its basie industries, and which area produces a vast surplus both
from agriculture and manuofactures, much of which demands long
transportation ; and

Whereas the joint board of engineers appointed by the Governments
of the United States and Canada to investigate the improvement of the
St. Lawrence River between Lake Ontario and Montreal and related
questions referred to it by the two countries bhave filed their report
with the United States 8t. Lawrence Commission to advise upon the
| development of shipway from the Great Lskes to the sea, appointed by
the President on March 4, 1924; and

Whereas the said United States St. Lawrence Commission have filed
with the President their report and findings, and in which report and
findings the said eommission report their conclusions as follows:

“ ¥irst. The construction of the shipway from the Great Lakes to
the sen i{s imperative both for the relief and for the future development
| of a vast area in the interior of the continent.

“ Becond, The shipway should be constructed on the St. Lawrence
route, provided sultable agreement ean be made for its joint undertak-
| ing with the Dominion of Canada.

“Third. That the development of the power resources of the St.
Lawrence should be undertaken by appropriate agencies.

“ Fourth, That negotintions should be entered into with Canada in
| an endeavor to arrive at agreement upon all these subjects. In such

negotiations the United States should recognize the proper relations of
| New York to the power development in the international section”:
Therefore be it

Resolved, That the President is requested to enter into negotiations
with Great Britain in an endeavor to arrive at a suitable agreement to
the joint construction by the United States and the Dominion of Can-
ada of a shipway from the Great Lakes to the sea on the Bt, Lawrence
route and upon all other subjects that may be related thereto, as set
forth in the report of said commission.

SACASA AND DIAZ

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, T present an editorial from
the New York World of even date entitled “ Sacasa and Diaz”
which I ask may be printed in the Recorp,

There being no objection, the editorial was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

[From the New York World of January 4, 1927]
SACASA AND DIAZ

It needs but a single reading of the two statements which eame out
of Niearagua Sunday to be convinced that one, sent to the World by
Dr. Juan RSacasa, revolutlonist President of the Republic, is from a
Nicaraguan patriot, and that the other, given to the Associated Press
by Don Adolfo Diaz the President kept in power by our marines, is
from an American press agent. Doctor Bacasa, in his account of the
events of the last few months, cites facts that can be verified by the
record. Don Adolfo, in his account, cites as facts things that can be
| definitely disproven by the record, or else omits to cite things that
would put a very different face on his story.

For example, he says:

“The Conservative Party of Nicaragua found the Government some
15 years ago * * * pgaddled with a debt of $32,000,000. The Con-
servative Party sought the ald of American finance and financial
experts, with the result that the said debt has been reduced to
$7,000,000, and the national raflway and bank are now the free and
unmortgaged property of the Nicaraguan State.”

But he neglects to tell us:

{a) That the * §$32,000,000 debt" was in paper pesos, which were
redeemed at 121§ to 1.

{b) That the “American financial experts” charged a handsome fee
for their benevolent services,

(e¢) That they demanded, before the railway and bank became the
“free and unmortgaged property of the Nicaraguan State,” a profit of
more than $2,000,000.

(d) That from this “free and uumortgaged property of the Nica-
raguan State” they still draw §$36,000 a year in graft.

And, again, he says:

“ It wonld be most agreeable to my Government at once to contract
a loan for the construction of a railway to the Atlantic coast and for
other public improvements, Unfortunately, however, those New York
bankers, so far from desiring to exploit Nicaragua, as is charged, are
indisposed to consider any large loan to Nicaragua as long as it i not
assured of tranquillity through protection from Mexican aggression."”

In the light of the facts to which we have called attention above, this
is so transparent that it needs no analysis. What it means is that
the New York bankers are unwilling to shake down Nicaragua for
another $2,000,000 profit unless the United States shows intention of
maintaining Don Adolfo Diaz as President of the Republie.
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THE POLICY AS TO RESTRICTIVE IMMIGRATION

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, there are about
one and one-half million applicants for immigration visas to
this country. I have no doubt that every Senator has been
harassed with requests to accelerate the admission of some
of those people. Recently many Senators have been asked to
endeavor to secure temporary visitors' permits for these im-
pending immigrants. In order that the Senate may be fully
apprised of the situation and may understand why such appli-
cations can not be granted I send to the desk and ask to have
read the reply of the State Department to a request of that
sort which I myself made. The attitude of the department in
rejecting my request seems fo me to be so reasonable and its
reason fo be so interesting that I feel that the Senate would
be interested in hearing read the letter which was sent to me
in that case.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the clerk will
read as requested.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

DEPARTMENT OF STATE,
Washington, December 17, 19286,
The Hon. Davip A. REED,
United Slates Senafe.

My Drir SENATOR REED: I have your letter of December 2, 1926,
in which you comment on the department’s interpretation and admin-
jstration of the provision of the immigration act of 1924, which ex-
cepts from the definition of immigrant * an alien visiting the United
States temporarily as a tourist or temporarily for business or pleasure.”
It is noted that your interest in the matter has been aroused by Mr.
A. B. Lusenberg, who wishes visas granted under section 3 (2) of the
act of 1924 to certain Russian nationals now in Europe, for the de-
parture of whom after a temporary visit he is prepared to offer the
guaranty of the Russian Christian Society. ;

As you are well aware, the act of May 19, 1921, has greatly checked
the flood of immigration to the®United States. The year preceding its
effective date saw 805,000 alien immigrants admitted to this country,
The first quota.act reduced the number which could be admitted an-
nually for permanent residence to 357,803, and the act of 1924 resulted
in a further reduction on July 1 of that year to 164,667, These legal
enactments have apparently had no effect upon the desires of European
aliens to come to the United States, for the compiled reports of all of
the consular officers in Europe and the Near East show 1,449,475
would-be applicants for immigration visas on July 1, 1928, A signifi-
cant fact is that 1,142,000 of these are in the countries of southern
and eastern Burope and the Near East whose mational guotas total
only 20,447. With the passage of time and the pressure behind the
barrvier of restrictive immigration, the form that that pressure most
often takes is an increasingly insistent demand from disappointed
immigration-visa applicants, whose status as prospective immigrants
is obvious from their connections in the United States and their finan-
cial condition, for consideration as * aliens visiting the United States
temporarily as tourists or temporarily for business or pleasure.”

The department has a deep and sympathetic interest in allen wives
and minor children who have been left abroad by husbands and parents
and endeavors to facilitate their immigration to this country so far
as that may be consistent with a proper enforcement of the immigra-
tion laws, but the department can not adopt an administrative policy
under the law operative solely in the interests of a restricted group
because of the nationality, race, religion, political opinions, or refugee
status of the members of that group. You appreciate, I am sure, that
no facilities may be extended to Christian, czarist Russian refugees
from the Bolshevik régime unless the department is prepared to extend
the same facilities to Syrian and Armenian refugees from Turkish and
Arab disturbances, to Jewish refugees from religious Interference in
Poland, Rumania, and Russia, and to French and Spanish clericals
from Mexico.

The department is and has been guite ready to Inguire into the sur-
rounding circumstances in any individual case and where it appears
that the consul to whom the alien Is applylng Is not giving the case
proper consideration under the law and under the regulations issued
under the law by the BSecretary of State, upon the recommendation of
the Secretary of Labor, to give him such advice and instruction as will
enable him, upon reconsideration, to bring his action into conformity
therewith.

Acting upon this principle, officers of this department have had
several interviews with Mr. Lusenberg, to whom you refer, and other
members of the Russian Christian Soclety, and have made & thorough
personal study of the cases in which they are interested. In addi-
tion, conferences have been held with the appropriate officers of the
Department of Labor with a view to adopting as gemerous a course
as might be permitted and consistent with the law. Mr. Lusenberg
has presented to the department 120 cases which fall into the follow-
ing categories:
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"Cases
Children under 21 whose close relatives and prinelpal means o
support are permanently in the United States. ________

Persons over 21 whose parents are resident in this country.
Wives whose husbands are resident in this country———______

Husbands whose wives are resident in this country_._____ 235
Mothers whose children are resident in this country_____ >\ LY
Aliens with brother or sister resident in this country____________ 13

In practically every case of those submitted the alien abroad fis,
according to his own statement or that of Mr. Lusenberg, intending to
come to the United States for permanent residence, Many of them have
not applied for visas either as immigrants or as nonimmigrant visitors,
but have merely made inquiries of the consul as to the requirements,
It is quite evident from the report of the House Immigration Committee
hearings of May 24, 1926, a copy of which I am inclosing, that the real
desire of Mr. Lusenburg and the Russian Christian Society !5 to rennite
in the United States the members of Russian refugee families who
have become separated by reason of the Immigration, prior to the
restrictive legislation, of certain individual members to the United
Btates. This phase of the immigration question was considered at
length by the Immigration Committees of both the Senate and the
House during the last session.

After failure to obtain favorable legislation from Congress, or such
an administration of the immigration laws by this department as would
enable the classes of persons concerned to enter the United Stutes for
permanent residence, Mr, Lusenberg then sought for them visas under
section 8 (2) of the act of 1924 to enable them to make temporary
visits to the United States and offered the guaranty of the Russian
Christian Bociety that the:persons would depart at the expiration of
their visits. His request was nof granted because in practically no
case had the individual concerned actually made application for any
kind of visa, and it is obvious that the guaranty of a private organiza-
tion that the individual would leave the eountry could not be accepted,
since the organization not only has no power to compel departure
but if its guaranty should be accepted similar treatment would justly
be claimed by many other organizations. Inasmuch as the consuls in
Europe estimate, after a eareful study of all sources of Information,
that there are 174,225 aliens in their respective districts who are
wives, husbands, or children of aliens permanently residing in the
United States, of whom approximately 86,000 are of Russian birth, and
that the Department of Labor is already greatly burdened with deporta-
tion cases of persons who have entered as visitors, you will no doubt
agree that a loose interpretation and lax administration of section
3 (2) of the act of 1924 would have a nullifying effect on the policy of
restrictive immigration which has been adopted by the Cengress with
what appears to be the general approval of the country,

The department feels that it has liberally and considerately met all
legitimate demands for nonimmigrant visas. A total of 40438 such
visas were issned by consular officers during the past fiscal year, 936 of
which were issued to Russian nationals,

I am, my dear Senator REED,

Very sincerely yours, Fraxk B. KELLOGG.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION-—GOVERNOR BRANDON, OF ALABAMA

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, I regret that the Senator from
New Jersey [Mr. Epwagps] saw fit yesterday to drag into his
speech an unpleasant newspaper reference to Governor Brandon,
of my State. The unfortunate oceurrence fo which he referred
is greatly regretted by the people of Alabama as well as by the
governor himself.

It is my understanding that the court held that the governor
had nothing to do with the ownership and was in no way
responsible for the presence of the whisky found in the fishing
camp. I wish to say in passing that the Senator from New
Jersey was in sore need of speech material and distressingly
hard pressed for argument when he brought this regrettable
incident to the floor of the Senate.

SEIZED GERMAN SHIPS

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
a resg!ution coming over from a preceding day, which will be
stated.

The CHIEF CLERK. The resolution (8. Res. 310) by Mr. Kixa
requesting certain information from the Secretary of the Treas-
ury relative to German ships seized during the war.

Mr. CURTIS. The resolution, I understand, is to go over
without prejudice.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will go over with-
out prejudice.

POISONING OF INDUSTRIAL ALCOHOL

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate
another resolution coming over from the preceding day, which
will be stated.

The CHier CriRg. The resolution (8. Res. 311) submitted
yesterday by Mr. Enwarps requesting certain information from
the Secretary of the Treasury relative to the polsconing of
industrial alcohol,
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Mr. CURTIS. T ask that the resolutlon may go over until
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. EpwArps] is present.

Mr. EDGE. Is there any objection to the passage of the
resolution and securing the information desired? The resolu-
tion proposes nothing more than many resolutions passed by
this body have done, to wit, to secure information. It takes
no affirmative action of any kind. It seems to me the resolu-
tion should pass without any question. May I ask that the
resolution introduced by my colleague be read?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read.

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, as follows:

Senate Resolution 311

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury is requested to furnish
to the Senate at the earliest practicable date all information available
in the Department of the Treasury, including all data and reports,
and particularly all correspondence bad by the Department of the
Treasury with the Anti-Saloon League of America or with Wayne B.
Wheeler, bearing npon the poisoning of industrial alecohol for the
purpose of rendering it unfit for beverage purposes, together with copies
of the laws and regulations under the authority of which the Depart-
ment of the Treasury requires that industrial alcohol be poisoned for
the purpose of rendering it unflt for beverage purposes, and the formula
prepared and preseribed by the Departinent of the Treasury for such
purpose.

Mr. EDGE. Mr. President, if I may say a further word in
the absence of my colleague, I noticed in the press this morn-
ing that the gentleman referred to in the resolution states
that he would be delighted to have all the correspondence fur-
nished to the Senate. Beyond that the resolution asks simply
for information which the Senate should have if any legisla-
tion should be later suggested. I ean not conceive any oppo-
gition to getting the information.

Mr. CURTIS. I have no objection to the adoption of the
resolution.

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, before the resolution is
agreed to I want to protest against the language stating in
effect that industrial aleohol is poisoned for the purpose of
rendering it unfit for beverage purposes. That is not the fact.
However, I am willing that full information should be given
in the matter of the denaturants, and I shall not object to
the resolution. I want it understood that I do not agree to
the language used. Industrial alcohol is denatured with a
small amount of wood alcohol so as to make it as nauseous
and unpalatable as possible and as difficult, therefore, as pos-
sible, to divert into bootleg channels, It is absurd in this
instance to speak of poisoning poison.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the resolution
is agreed to.

FOREIGN POLICY OF THE ADMINISTRATION

Mr. KING. Mr. President, a few days ago the President of
the United States, through his official spokesman, saw fit to
read a lecture to the public press of the United States, based
upon some alleged criticisms of the foreign policy of the ad-
ministration, I might say in passing that it will be very
difficult to determine just what the foreign policy of the
Republican administration is.

Every policy of the administration that is wise and proper
should be supported by the American people and by the press
of the country, but any policy of this or any other administra-
tion which is unwise and which does not conduce to the public
welfare and to the honor of our country should be opposed.

No policy or program of any administration is sacrosanct.
Men are finite, whether they are Presidents or Secretaries of
State, or are ocenpying other positions of responsibility.
Many policies, both foreign and domestic, announced by ad-
ministrations have been partisan in character; and experience
has demonstrated that in this country, as well as in other
countries, foreign policies have often been most unwise and
have brought injury to the countries advocating them.

Where there is a large grant of power there is an increased
obligation resting upon the person or persons to whom the
power is granted, to not transgress but to walk in sound and
safe paths and to have only the public welfare in view.

The Constitution of the Unifed States confers large powers
upon the Executive in dealing with foreign affairs. The grant
of this power does not postulate that the power will always
be wisely used, nor does it assume that the person or persons
exercising the same shall be exempt from legitimate and proper
criticism.

Great dangers lurk in a subservient and sycophantic press.
The cause of liberty is promoted when there is an active and
vigilant press, an uncorrupfed and incorruptible press; a ser-
vile press is a menace greater than war to a free people, A
free press is one of the safeguards of liberty.
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The criticism has been made by some that the American
press is too subservient to big business, to vested interests, and
to powerful factions in political parties., It has been said that
our press is too commercial and that some American news-
papers have in view only the promotion of business and
material things.

No people will long maintain their liberty or advance along
the highway of intellectual and moral progress without ideals.
Newspapers which are not governed by noble ideals are un-
worthy the support of the people. Criticisms are often unfair,
but it is better to have unfair criticism than no eriticism,

Mr, President, with the expansion of our foreign trade and
commerce, we are brought into closer relations with all the
world. More and more nations will be brought together and
matters coming within the category of foreign relations will
increase in importance. That is particularly true of the
United States. Our country can not maintain a position of
insularity ; the day of provincialism for this or any country
is past, and a more cosmopolitan spirit is taking possession
of the minds of the people in all the world.

The foreign relations of the United States are becoming, I
repeat, more important; and the welfare of the American peo-
ple and their prosperity and progress in all that these words
imply will become more dependent upon the character of the
relations existing between our country and other natioms.

The press of the United States, without partisanship or
bias, and with loyalty to the truth and with fidelity to our
country and to the best interests of humanity, must address
itself to the political problems with which our Nation must
deal, If the executive department or the legislative branch
of the Government fail in their duty, or pursue policies harm-
ful to our country, there must be sharp criticism. It were
better, paraphrasing somewhat the words of Jefferson, to have
no government and a free and honest press than to have a
government with no press, or a servile press.

However, Mr. President, it is not my purpose at this time
to enter into a discussion of the statement made by the Presi-
dent of the United States, or the foreign policy of this and the
preceding administration. It would be improper to prevent the
consideration of measures which may be considered during the
morning hour. I rose principally for the purpose of asking
permission to insert in the Recorp an editorial appearing in
yesterday's New York World, entitled “A Free Press.” It con-
tains an admirable discussion of the question to which I have
referred. I ask that it may be inserted without reading in the
RECORD,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The editorial follows:

[From the New York World, January 3, 1927]
A FREE PEESS

Bpeaking indirectly through his official spokesman, Mr. Coolidge on
Friday delivered a lecture to the American press. It is not easy to tell
from his unguotable remarks exactly what he objected to in the conduct
of American newspapers or exactly what he would like them to do that
they are not doing. Most of the correspondents seem to have had the
impression, however, that he resented the criticlsms of the conduct of
foreign policy in Mexico, in Nicaragua, and elsewhere, and many of
them go so far as to suggest that Mr. Coolidge thinks it is the duty of
the press to applaud dumbly any course of action which the State
Department sees fit to take,

There are ample precedents to justify a gelf-respecting newspaper
for refusing to let Mr. Coolidge tell it what it ought to think and
what it ought to say. Not during the period of American neutrality,
nor during the actual military operations, nor at the peace conference
did the American press give to Woodrow Wilson that unguestioning
and undivided support which Mr. Coolidge now demands for his dealings
with Mexico and Niearagua. It has not been the custom in America
to let Government officials edit newspapers. It is not going to become
the custom.

There is a name for the kind of press Mr. Coolidge seems to desire.
It is called a reptile press. This Is a press which takes its inspiration
from Government officinls and from great business inferests. It prints
what those in power wish to have printed. It suppresses what they
wish to have suppressed. It puts out as news those facts which help
its masters to accomplish what they are after. Its comment on affairs
consists in putting a good face on whatever the interests which control
it are doing. It has no conscience of its own. It has no opinions of
its own. It makes no independent investigation of the facts. It takes
what is handed to it, and it does what it is told to do.

The World bhas never been that kind of newspaper, and it does not
propose to begin to be that kind of mewspaper. Nor, if we know our
contemporaries, do they intend to abdicate their role as the free re-
porters and the free critics of events. There are sinister developments
in American journalism which must disquiet any man of taste and con-
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gelence and publie spirit. But the great newspapers still have the
confidence of the thinking people of this country, and, in our judgment,
they will not now forfeit that confidence by allowing the White House
or any other interest to dictate what thelr policy shall be.

The eonduct of a newspaper In a free country is a task that no man
can take lightly. There can be no responsible Government unless
there is a press which is fundamentally disinterested in its motives,
tireless in its search for truth, vigilant of abuses, tolerant and more
than tolerant, hospitable to those who disagree, yet fearless in the
expression of what it believes. A pewspaper may be wrong. The truth
is often hard to get. Judgments are often difficult to make. No one
newspaper can pretend to know it all or to be right always. But
any newspaper can, if it wishes, be honest with itself and therefore
honest with its public. And in that kind of honesty it ean have opin-
fons without pride of opinion, It can fight without fanaticlsm for its
convictions, and when it is wrong it ean say so. As long as there
are newepapers which are afraid neither of dictation from the outside
nor of corruption from within a healthy public opinion is possible,
for then all shades of opinion will be expressed, and in the test of open
debate the right may ultimately prevail.

AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS

The VICE PRESIDENT. Morning business is closed,

Mr. McNARY. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of House bill 15008, making appropriations for the
‘Department of Agriculture.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of
the Senator from Oregon.

Mr. BRUCE. Mr, President, I hope that that motion will
not prevail. I inquire if it is debatable?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The guestion is not debatable.

Mr. BRUCE. I trust the motion will not prevail. Many of
us have been waiting long to secure consideration of bills in
which we are interested, and it does seem to me that we ought
to take up the calendar and go along with it in some sort of
regular fashion, so that we may all have a chance to promote
the passage of bills in which we are interested. )

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion is not debatable. The
question is on the motion of the Senator from Oregon.

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as in Committee
of the Whole, proceeded to the consideration of the bill (H. R.
15008) making appropriations for the Department of Agricul-
tfure for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, and for other
purposes, which had been reported from the Committee on
Appropriations with amendments.

Mr, McNARY. I ask unanimous consent that the formal
reading of the bill be dispensed with and that the bill be read
for amendment, the amendments of the committee to be first
considered.

The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it is
g0 ordered.

Mr., KING. Mr. President, that means, of course, that the
bill at some stage of the proceedings will be read textually.

Mr. McNARY. Under the unanimous-consent agreement just
made the fermal reading of the bill has been dispensed with,
and the Senate will first take up for consideration the commit-
tee amendments,

Mr. KING. Do I understand, then, that the bill will not
be read?

Mr, McNARY. I will say to the Senator the bill will be
read, but technically during the process of reading the first
questions to be considered will be the committee amendments.
The bill, however, will be read. '

Mr. KING. Textually?

Mr. McNARY. Yes.

Mr. KING. Very well

SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS

Mr. McCEELLAR. Mr. President, the swearing in or seating
of a Senator is a matter of the highest privilege; and when
he presents his credentials—

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. DMr. President, a parliamentary in-
quiry. :

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it.

SeMr. SHORTRIDGE. What is the subject matter before the
nate?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The agricultural appropriation
bill. The Senator from Tennessee is recognized.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, now that the Senator from
California has been enlightened I will proceed.

Mr. President, the swearing in or seating of a Senator is
a matter of the highest privilege; and when he presents his
credentials, regular on their face, the Senate should exercise
the greatest care in proceeding to deal with the case in any
other but the regular way. J t
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On the other hand, when a Senator elect or designate offers
his credentials, and the Senate has knowledge of facts that
would disqualify such Senator, it is the duty of the Senate
to act fearlessly and with an eye single to the rights of the
Republic and the rights of the applicant. The Smith case is
without a parallel in this country. It is the only case that
has ever come to the Senate where an examination by a com-
mittee of the Senate has been made before the applicant
appeared to be sworn in. It just happens that such were the
charges of fraud in this election last spring that the Senate,
which was then in session, appointed a special committee to
examine into and report upon the facts; hearings were held,
the report has beén made, and the Senate has all of the salient
facts before it.

During the holiday recess I have spent considerable time in
examining the evidence and looking into the law in this re-
markable case.

Mr. President, it is absolutely certain that every legislative
body, except in so far as restricted by written constitution,
has the right to pass upon the gqualifications of its own mem-
bers. This has been held in both England and America for
150 years. There is no doubt whatsoever, under our Consti-
tution and under our precedents, that the Senate has the right
and power to exclude Mr. Smith. Its duty under the facts in
this case is plain. If the Senate should seat Mr. SmiTH, even
for a time, in my judgment it will be notice to the people of
the United States that a man who has sufficient money can
buy a seat in this body. If he is excluded at the threshold it

‘will be notice to everyone in this country that they can not
buy a seat in this body.

To my mind, this is one of the most momentous guestions
that ever presented itself to this body, and one of the most
important ever presented to the American people. For years
it had been charged that only the rich could come to the Senate
of the United States. It has been charged that money was
all powerful in such elections. It got so bad, under the old
system of electing Senators by the legislatures, that the
people demanded and the Congress and the States approved an
amendment providing for the election of Senators by the
people. It was believed that under the new plan of electing
Senators money would not have the all-powerful influence that
it seemed to have with the State legislatures. 1 do not believe
it does have the same influence. I think it was a tremendous’
step when we made this econstitutional provision. But cor-
ruption has broken out both in the primary and in general
elections; and if we dillydally, if we weaken, we will estab-
lish the precedent that men may sit in this body in bought
seats. Probably there never was presented to this body a case
like the Smith ease. We should not delay, we should not shilly-
shally, but we should do our duty as we see it, and that duty
is to exclude Smith whenever he presents his credentials.

Frank L. SaarH is a citizen of Illinois and has been for
nine years, is more than 30 years of age, was a cifizen at the
time of his alleged election, and we will take it for granted
that he has resigned his office of commerce commissioner in
Illinois.

The TIllinois statute on page 2677 provides—and it will be
remembered that Mr, Samire was at this time a member of
the Commerce Commission of Illinois:

No commissioner, assistant commissioner, secretary, or person ap-
pointed or employed by the commission shall solieit or accept any gift,
gratuity, emolument, or employment from any person or corporation
subject to the supervision of the commission,

The penalty imposed is removal from office, and the offender
is otherwise punished for a misdemeanor in office.

Last summer, before the adjournment of Congress, a select
committee was appointed by the Senate to examine into this
Illinois primary election, It has reported that Samuel Insull,+
who is the largest public-utility owner in Illinois and whose
public-utility corporations it was the duoty of said Fraxxk L.
SMITH to regulate, contributed $125.000 to the Smith primary
campaign fund and that other public utilities in Illinois in-
creased this sum until it reached $206,000. These facts go
both to the gquestion of disgualification and to the question of
election, They bring the question directly within the decision
in the Roberts ease, as it is undenied that Sairm violated the
law of 'Illinois, In the next place, he violated the decision
of the Senate in the Newberry case.

I want to call the attention especially of those who voted
to continue Mr. Newberry in his seat to the resolution that
they voted for in voting to have him retain his seat. A part of
that resolution reads as follows:

That whether the amount expended in this primary was $195,000,
as was fully reported or openly acknowledged;, or whether there were




1040

some few thousand dollars In excess, the amount expended was in
either case too large, much larger than ought to have been expended.
The expenditure of such excessive sums in behalf of a candidate,
either with or without his knowledge and consent, being contrary to
gound public policy, harmful to the honor and dignity of Senate, and
dangerous to the perpetuity of a free government, such excessive
expenditures are hereby severely condemuned and disapproved.

Mr. President, there are, or will be after March 4, in this
body only 14 Senators out of the 46 who voted for that resolu-
tion. I am going to watch carefully to see how many of the
Newberry Senators who are left are going to vote against
that resolution in the present case.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator yield for
a question?

Mr, McKELLAR. Yes.

Mr. BINGHAM. 1 was nof a Member of the Senate at
that time, as the Senator knows; but I should like to inquire
whether he thinks that that resolution has the foree of law?

Mr. McKELLAR. Obh, no; it has not the force of law, but
it has the force of a guide established by the then Republican
majority in this body. The Senator from Connecticut was
not here at the time, and T will stop here long enough to tell
him what happened about that resolution.

Forty-six Senators voted for it. Foriy-one voted against
it. Of the 46 Senators who voted for it, 14 will be here after
March 4. Of the 41 Senators who voted against it, 29 are
still in this body.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, that has nothing to do
with the question which I desired fo ask the Senator. My
question is whether he felt that that resolution was a direc-
tion to the States that they must do so and so, or whether it
was merely advice to the sovereign States as to how the Senate
thought they ought to carry out their power of sending Sena-
tors to this body?

Mr.- McKELLAR. The Senator may call it advice, or he
may call it direction, or he may call it whatever he pleases;
but, in my judgment, it meant a rule of conduct for this
body, and a rule of conduct that I believe is going to be
carried out faithfully in every case that comes before it; and
I want to say that I think it is going to be carried out in the
Smith ease.

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the Senator mean to imply that it
is now a rule of the Senate?

Mr. McKELLAR. I think it will be—or at least it will be
considered a strong precedent—after we vote on the Smith case.

Mr. BRUCE. Mr, President, after all is not the question
whether there is a rule of the Senate or a declaration of policy
by it relating to this discussion a matter of secondary signifi-
cance when we bear in mind the fact that this man is said
to have violated a criminal statute of the State of Illinois?

Mr. McKELLAR. Absolutely; one that disqualifies him from
holding the office of commerce commissioner in the State of
Illinois and yet it makes him eligible to it in the United States
Senate! I do not beHeve that any such proposal will ever be
established by this body.

The resolution also declared that Newberry was entitled to
continue in his seat, and this entire resolution passed the Senate
on January 12, 1922 by a vote of 46 to 41. It will be remem-
bered that it was claimed for Newberry that he was in the
Navy and stationed in New York, and that he did not know
about these vast expenditures. Incidentally, as I have said
before, that of the 46 Senators who voted to retain Newberry,
only 14 still remain in the Senate. Thirty-two have passed out,
or will on March 4. On the other hand, of the 41 who voted
against the resolution, 29 are still in the Senate. Only 5
were defeated for reelection, the others having died or volun-
tarily retired.

Mr. President, no contention is made that Mr. Sxrra was
pot right on the ground and did not know about the vast ex-
penditures of money in his behalf. The record shows that he
spent more than $206,000; but that sum came from the publie
ntilities companies that it was his duty to regulate, and which
it has been shown that he did not regulate. He received
$458,582 from all sources. The Senate having laid down the
rule that the expenditure of $195,000, with or without the
knowledge of the candidate, was illegal and rulnous to the
Government, it will be obliged to stand by its own rule made
in that case, It will be remembered that previous to this—
namely, on May 2, 1921—the Supreme Court had given its
opinion on the criminal aspect of the Newberry case. By a
divided court it held that the corrupt practices act passed in
1911, before the passage of the seventeenth amendment, pro-
viding for election of Senators by the people, which corrupt
practices act attempted to limit the amount of money a candi-
date for the Senate might expend, was unconstitutional in the
case of primary elections.
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It is fair to say, however, that the court was so divided in
this decision that it was difficnlt' for anyone to tell what its
real opinion was about the matter. It is true that a majority
of one was in favor of reversing the case; but four judges dis-
sented—namely, White, the Chief Justice, and Justices Pitney,
Brandeis, and Clarke—and Justice McKenna was in doubt, as
shown by the following statement on page 258 of Two hundred
and fifty-sixth United States:

Mr. Justice McEenna concurs in this opinion as applied to the statute
under consideration, which was enacted prior to the seventeenth amend-
ment; but he reserves the question of the power of Congress under
that amendment.

Chief Justice White, in an elaborate opinion, among other
things said:

In view, then, of the plain fext of the Constitution, of the power
exerted under it from the beginning, of the action of Congress in its
legislation, and of the amendment to the Constitution, as well as of the
legislative aetion of substantially the larger portion of the States, I can
sec no reason for mow denying the power of Congress to regulate a
gubject which from its very nature inheres in and is concerned with the
election of Senators of the United States, as provided by the Constitu-
tion.

Mr. Justice Pitney, speaking for himself and Justices Brandeis
and Clarke, gaid:

I conclude that it i free from doubt that the Congress has power
under the Constitution to regulate the conduct of primary elections.

Thus, out of the nine justices we have four who believe that
the act was constitutional, and the statement of Mr. Justice
McKenna that he voted with the majority only because the
statute under consideration was enacted prior to the seventeenth
amendment, Newberry v. United States (256 U. 8. 332).

This corrupt practices act was passed in 1911, and provided
substantially that no candidate for SBenator in any primary or
convention could expend more than the amount limited by
State laws, or, if there were no State laws, no candidate could
expend over £10,000.

There were Michigan laws limiting the amount, and the
Michigan limitation was $1,875. At that time the State legis-
lature elected Senators, and there was some reason for the
opinion that a primary election to name a candidate who would
run before the legislature was not in itself, or of itself, a part
of the same election. In other words, if the legislature had
been honestly and honorably elected, the election of a Senator
would not be tainted because fraud or corruption had been
practiced in the same primary, so by a majority of 1 the
Supreme Sourt held that the statnte having been passed before
the seventeenth amendment, the primary was not an essential
part of the election, and declared the statute void as to
primaries.

Even in this I think the court was wrong. It will be recalled
that there was a tremendous outcry against this majority
opinion of our Supreme Court. It was claimed that by it a
multimillionaire, who had been a commander in the Navy
during the war and who had been 2 Cabinet officer and who had
been sifting as a Senator for two years or more, was thus
excused from serving a three years' sentence in the penitentiary,
which the jury had given him. That case was most severely
criticized throughout the country, and when the fall elections
came on 8o many Newberry Senators were defeated and so
many anti-Newberry Senators were elected that it was perfectly
evident that Newberry would be unseated at the incoming
session of the Senate, and to avoid that he resigned, in the
judgment of many thereby confessing his guilt.

I believe it would be well if our courts would be more careful
in declaring acts of Congress void on technicalities. It brings
about trouble every time, and unfortunate decisions in cases like
the Newberry case and in the Fall and Doheny cases give good
cause for the oft-reiterated statement made by so many that
you can not convict a man worth a. million dollars in this
counftry.

NEWEBERRY CASE ON DISQUALIFICATIONS

The position is taken that the only disqualifications of a
Senator are those set out in sections 2 and 3 of Article I, but
the majority opinion in the Newberry case, on page 258, holds
dlli'eetiy to the contrary. Mr. Justice McReynolds in that case
said:

As each House shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and quali-
fications of its own Members, and as Congress may by law regulate the
times, plnces, and manner of holding elections, the National Govern-
ment i not without power to protect itself against corruption, fraud,
or other malign influences,

So that it is seen the Newberry case decision was based on a
statute that was passed before the election of Senators by the
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people. It was by a divided court, but announced that the
Senate eould expel or refuse admittance because of disqualifica-
o THE PRIMARY AND ELECTION INSEPARABLE

Since the adoption of the seventeenth amendment, by which
Senators are elected by the people, a senatorial primary is such
an integral part of the election itself that I have no doubt that
our courts would under appropriate legislation hold that fraud
in the primary permeated through and corrupted the whole
election. Mr. Justice McReynolds intimates as much. Mr.
Justice McKenna did likewise. Their two votes, or either one

of them, brought about the result in the Newberry case. In
many States the primary is equivalent to an election. In
Illinois the primary is virtually eguivalent to an election, If]

fraud permeates the primary, naturally it permeates the elec-
tion. So, without regard to the question of disqualifications,
Saira should be excluded because of fraud in the primary.
This question could arise in three ways: _

First. A resolution such as that offered by Senator ASHURST
to exclude SyitTH from taking the oath until the matter ¢an be
examined into by the Committee on Privileges and Elections
and the Senate act upon it,

Second. A simple resolution declaring that SmiTH was not
entiiled to a seat.

Third. By a resolution of expulsion.

The first two resolutions take only a majority vote.
third resolution takes a two-thirds vote.

SMITH CASE DIFFERENT FROM MANY OTHERS

The Smith case is different from many others because fraud
and corruption, were alleged to have taken place in his primary
last spring. A select committee of the Senate was appointed to
examine into the facts, and that committee has reported the
facts. The facts are undisputed, and there is nothing to be
done but for the Senate to act on the report of its committee,

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator?

Mr. McKELLAR. Certainly.

Mr. BINGHAM. Does the Senator think, from his study of
the debates in the Constitutional Convention in Philadelphia
in 1787, that when the Senate was given the right to expel a
Member for cause, the provision referred to something preceding
his having anything to do with a primary election or an election
or his record as a Senator?

Mr. McKELLAR. The power to expel a Senator by a two-
thirds vote under the Constitution is apparently without any
limitation whatsoever, except the good sense of the Senate of
the United States. There is no limit to it

Mr, BINGHAM. That was not quite my guestion.

Mr. McKELLAR. I did not understand the Senator, then.

Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator will remember that in the
debates on the Constitution the question of expulsion followed
the discussion of the question of the Member's behavior in
the Senate, and so forth.

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes.

Mr. BINGHAM. It had seemed to me that the question of
expulsion should be limited to something which occurred while
the man was a Senator, or in the course of the primary or
election proceedings.

Mr. McKEELLAR. The Senator may have that view: I dif-
fer with him. I think unquestionably, inasmuch as the Con-
stitution requires a two-thirds vote, it was thought best and
wisest and safest that the Senate should at all times have
the power to expel a Member by a two-thirds vote.

Mr. BINGHAM. But the Senator will remember that in the
Humphrey Marshall case the Senate itself, and not a com-
mittee, as stated by Senator Sumner, quoted by the distinguished
Senator from Montana [Mr. Warsa] some days ago, by a vote
of 17 to T, in 1796, within less than 10 years after the Con-
stitution had been adopted, put in an amendment to a com-
mittee report which stated that the Constitution did not give
jurisdiction to the Senate over something which happened prior
to the man's becoming a Senator.

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator will permit me, that repre-
sented what was believed to be the good sense of the Senate in
that case, but I do not think it is at all binding, and I do not
think the facts in that case were at all similar to the facts in
this case. I do not think that holding of the Senate is binding
on the present Senate in the present case.

Mr. BINGHAM. That particular clanse—if the Senator will
bear with me a moment—did not refer to the case itself, but was
put in on the floor of the Senafe, where a majority of those
who voted for it were Federalists, believing strongly in the
power of the Senate and of the Federal Government to do what
was necessary, states that inasmuch as the Constitution did
not give the Senate jurisdiction, therefore the Senate could not
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accede to Mr. Marshall's request that he be investigated. That
H” done by the contemporaries of the framers of the Constito-
on.

-Mr. McKELLAR. I think the Senator will find, from other
cases that will be presented by me in just a few moments, that
that was an isolated holding of the Senate, in reference to that
particular ecase,

Mr., WALSH of Montana. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Frazisr in the chair).
Does the Senator from Tennessee yield to the Senator from
Montana?

Mr. McEELLAR. I yield.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I wonld like to address an in-
quiry to the Senator from Connecticut. Does the Senator from
Connecticut take the view that the Senate has no power to
expel a Senator for any offense committed prior to his election?

Mr., BINGHAM. My present view is that the Senate may
have power to expel for something which occurred prior to tha
election, although I should not carve to express a firm opinion
until I had heard all the arguments. I am inclined to the be-
lief that the primary is part of the election,

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I am not speaking about the pri-
mary at all. My question is, Does the Senator take the position
that the SBenate is without power to expel a Senator for a crime
committed prior to his election?

Mr, BINGHAM. My studies have led me to believe that it
was not the intention of the framers of the Constitution, nor of
their contemporaries, to confer that power, as shown in the vote
on the floor of the Senate in the Humphrey Marshall case,
where 11 States voted that the Constitution did not give that
gi:risdiction to the Senate and only 4 States voted that it did

ve it.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Then if one has actually been
charged with committing the crime of treason, and has actu-
ally been tried and convicted of treason, and is them elected
a Senator, this body is powerless to keep him out?

Mr, BINGHAM, No, Mr. President; the Senator will realize
that that raises an entirely different gquestion——

Mr. WALSH of Montana. How does it raise a different
question?

Mr. BINGHAM. If he were a traitor, it would come up in
connection with the oath which he must take. Furthermore,
of course that question was settled by the adoption of the
fourteenth amendment, when treason was specifically put in as
one of the bars to holding offices under the United States.

Mr, WALSH of Montana. No; the Senator is altogether’
wrong about that. The fourteenth amendment applies only to
the case of one who, having taken an oath to support the
Constitution of the United States as an officer of a State or of
the United States, then engages in rebellion against the Gov-
ernment., I put to the Senator the case of one who has not
taken such an oath, but has actually been guilty of treason and
has been convicted of treason.

Mr. BINGHAM. In that extreme case, in connection with
the necessity for his taking the oath in order to be a Senator,
it would seem to me that the Senate would have jurisdiction.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Very well. Let us suppose the
case of one who commits an atrocious murder and is convicted
of the murder.

My, McKELLAR. Would the Senator vote to seat him, or
would he think the Senate was without power?

Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator would have to cross that
bridge when he came to it. DBut the Senator is still of the
belief——

Mr. McKELLAR. If the Senator will permit me, I am quite
sure that when the Senator comes to examine the cases he
will come to the conclusion, as I have, that the power to expel
by a two-thirds vote is unlimited, and each Senator must deal
with it as the case comes up.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, may I suggest to the Sena-
tor from Tennessee, also to the Senator from Connecticut and
the Senator from Montana, that under other provisions of the
Constitution which disqualify a man from helding any public
office a conviction of treason would make him ineligible?

Mr. WALSH of Montana. No, Mr. President; the provision
to which the Senator refers has no application whatever to
Members of Congress. It provides that such a person shall
hold no office of trust or profit under the United States, and
that is, by uniform construction, held to exclude Senators and
Representatives.

Mr, McKELLAR, Absolutely.

‘Mr. WALSH of Montana. The fourteenth amendment, to
which the Senator has referred, bears no other construction,
becanse it expressly provides that one who falls under the
‘condemnation of that instrument shall not be gualified to




gerve as a Member of Congress, or to hold any office under
the United States, and it was ruled in the Burton case that
the prohibition which follows from a conviction of a felony to
hold any office under the United States does not prevent a
man from holding the office of Senator. He is still liable to
expulsion, however.

Mr. CINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator tell us why
he thinks it was necessary to adopt that third sectiom of the
fourteenth amendment if the Senate had the power before-
hand? :

Mr. WALSH of Montana. I would like to tell the Senator.

Mr. McKELLAR. It was done because of political prej-

udices, which were very strong at the time, and in the excite- |

ment of the public mind at the time growing out of the Civil
War. I have no doubt that was why it was put in. Many
laws that have since been repealed, the Senator will recall,
were passed at that time; laws like the *test act,” and various
ofher laws. By the way, I was very much interested in an
opinion of the Chief Justice of the United States, who held
just a short time ago that President Johnson was right in all
of his contentions with the Congress in that period of heat
and very great political acrimony.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit
me to reply to a question that was asked a moment ago in
regard to a man having committed an atrocious crime; such
a conviction wonld deprive a man of his civil rights as a eciti-
zen, would it not, and therefore the case could not come up
until those rights had been restored? -

Mr. McKELLAR. Suppose it had been embezzlement?

Mr. WALSH of Montana.

Mr. McKELLAR. He would be restored.

Mr. BINGHAM. If his civil rights had been restored, then
there must have been mitigating circumstances,

Mr. WALSH of Montana, Of course, we have to assume he
has been nine years a citizen of the United States.

Mr. BINGHAM. If the crime had occurred so long before,
that his rights had been restored nine years previously, it
geems to me there might be mitigating circumstances,

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Suppose the governor of the
State had pardoned him and restored his rights, But let me
say—and this is a perfectly plain answer to the question as to
why that provision was put in the fourteenth amendment—
that prior to the time that amendment was ratified it was
within the discretion of the Senate to admit or not admit,
as they saw fit, a man who had taken an oath to support the
Constitution of the United States and had engaged in rebellion
against the United States. But the people said, “ You can not
permit that man to come in.” It was a prohibition in addi-
tion to the three. Now, we violate our oaths if we admit a
man to the Senate who has not been for nine years a citizen of
the United States, who is not 30 years of age, and who is not
a resident of the State for which he shall be ehosen. To
admit him would be inconsistent with the Constitution. So
far as the other things are concerned, we are at liberty to
exercise our discretion. So it was with reference to men who
had engaged in rebellion. Prior to that time the Congress
sometimes admitted and sometimes excluded them. There are
precedents both ways. The people of the country said, “We
will not tolerate this thing any longer.”

Mr. BINGHAM. But they gave the Congress the right to
admit them by vote.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Exactly.

Mr. BINGHAM. But the Senator said we have not that
right.

Mr. WALSH of Montana. But they said, “ You shall not
‘admit them unless both Homses of Congress and the President
of the United States by law permit them to come in,” which,
of course, meant that after the lapse of time and these
passions had subsided, and that kind of thing, it might be
desirable to allow those men to come in as they did come in.
It simply deprived the Semate of any discretion in the matter
which it had theretofore enjoyed.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr, President, I now come to a discussion
of a part of the facts disclosed as a result of the investigation
of the case. I digress here long enough to say that the Senate
committee which was appointed last summer to investigate
these cases, in my judgment, has done a wonderfully patriotie
work. From what I have read of the report and of the evi-
dence, I think the committee has acted with the greatest fair-
ness and ability and that practically all the facts have been
adduced. 8o far as I am able, as a Member of this body, I
want to commend the splendid work that was performed by the
committee. Senator Reep is a marvelous examiner of wit-
nesses. :
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EVIDEXCE IN THE CASR

Mr. President, taking the evidence of Colonel SairH alone,
there can be no question that on his own evidence Colonel SmitH
should be excluded. Bear in mind the resolution of the Senate
in the Newberry case and bear in mind the Illinois statute
which Syt violated. 1 want to quote from the Smith testi-
mony :

The CmareMax. Did you ever have any talk with any person or per-
sons with reference to campaign contributions?

Mr. Smrrm, No, sir.

The CHAIRMAN. Nobody at all?

Mr. BsmitH. No, =ir.

The CHAIRMAN. Not even with Mr. Moore?

Mr. SyrrH. Oh, yes; with Mr. Moore.

Then again:

The CHAIRMAN. What did you conclude at this first conference would
be the probable cost of the campaign?

Mr. Ssmrra. $150,000,

The CeaAmMAN. Youn say yon indicated how much you would be able
to glve. What was that amount?

Mr. SaiTH. $5,000 (p. 1534).

It will be here noted that Mr. SmiTH was not frank with the
committee, but he first tried to make it appear that he had not
talked with anybody in reference to campaign contributions.

He started out with the proposition when he became a ecan-
didate that it would take $150,000 to run his campaign; and
yet he says he contributed only $5,000 of it. Where was the
other $145,000 to come from? Let us see what the testimony
discloses : .

The CHAmMAN. Did you not discuss with Mr. Moore where money
probably could be obtained?

~Mr., SMrra. I did not.

The CHAIRMAN. Did he not say anything to you about that?

Mr. EMITH. No. -

The CHAmRMAN, Did Mr. Moore agree to contribute any part of it
himself ?

Mr, S8srre. In an indefinite way he did.

The CHAIRMAN, What was the * indefinite way"?

Mr., Surrm. That he would put in a reasopasble amount himself.

The CHAIRMAN, What did he designate as & reasonable amount?

Mr. Smira. He did not indicate,

The CHAIRMAN, What did you understand him to mean?

Mr. Sarra. Well, 1 had no definite understanding, Senator, as
just how far he intended to obligate himself, ;

The CHAIRMAN. Where did he get the money?

Mr. SartH. Mr, Moore will have to answer that; I do not know.

The CuAmrMAN, Do you know any of the sources from which he
got the money?

Mr, SmiTH. I only know in a general way.

The CHAIRMAN, What is a general way?

Mr. Symrra. I think that is a qguestion that Mr. Moore should
answer himself. He collected the money, 1 had nothing to do with
the collection of the money. > !

The CHAIRMAN. It is a question, however, which we onght to ask
and do ask. I want to get your information.

Mr. SBamiTH, Mine 18 only vague information, not based upon any
real facts.

The CHAIRMAN, You got it from Mr. Moore, did you not?

Mr. BmrrH, I got some,

The CHAIRMAN. Well, now, tell us what yon got from Mr. Moore.

Mr. SumrTH. I think Mr. Insull contributed some money.

The CHAIRMAN. How much?

Mr. SMITH. I do not know the exaet amount.

The CHAlrMAN. Tell us what you do know.
the exact amount, what is your information?

Mr., SMmiTH. My best information is that it was around $100,000,
but 1 am not—— (pp. 1535 and 1536).

He knew, Senators, that it would take about $150,000,
aceording to his own testimony. He knew how much he
contributed. He knew the other $£145,000 was fo come from
somewhere, according to his own testimony, and I digress
here long enough to say that that was an ideal piece of ex-
amination upon the part of the distingunished Senator from
Missouri [Mr. Reep]. He finally wormed out of Mr. SuirH,
after he denied it and denied any knowledge of it, the fact
that within his knowledge Mr. Insull had contributed $100,000,
though, as a matter of fact, he had contributed $125,000.

The CHamumay. How much did you glve?

Mr. Sarre. $5,000.

The CHAIRMAN, Was that given by check¥

Mr. Syrra. No.

The CrHArRMAN, How was It given?

Mr. SaurH. In currency (p. 1534).

If you do not know
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And again:

The CHAIRMAN., What informstion did you receive regarding total
expenses of the campalign?

Mr., SmiTi, I received that just lately.

The CHAIRMAN, Very well. What was it?

Mr. SaiTH, Around $250,000 (p, 1537).

And again:

The CHAIRMAN.
not?

Mr. SMmrTH. He may have indicated to me that he could get money
from this or that place. I have no recollection of that kind.

The CHAIRMAN. In any event, he was your trusted agenf, and what-
ever he did in getting money he did for you?

Mr. SsmrrH, Whatever he did in getting money he did as campaign
manager of Frank L, Smith for United States Senator—as chairman
of the committee.

The CHARMAN, You are mot in any way repudiating his acts now?

Mr, SMrTH. No (pp. 1539 and 1540).

Again Mr, SmiTH testified:

I have no knowledge of any other campaign contribution of any
proportions excepting Mr, Insull’'s (p. 1544),

Again:

The CHAalRMAN. How long have you known Samuel Insull?

Mr. SMiTH. About 12 years.

The CHAarMaN, Have you ever had any political conmection with
him before this occurrence that we are speaking of ?

Mr. SmiTi. Oh, yes; not any political connection, but I have known
him and have probably talked politics with him during the course of
that 12 years (p. 1545).

Again, he testified that he had been chairman of the Illinois
Commerce Commission for six years.
Again, the record discloses:

The CHAmMAN, What was the particular reason for Mr, Insull giving
this large sum of money in this instance?

Mr. SairH. He will have to answer that.

The CHAIRMAN. Were you in any way surprised when you learned
that he was going to make this large contribution, or had made it?

Mr. SamirH. Frankly, T was; yes (p. 1546).

Mr. SmiTH undertook to read some sort of a paper, and in this
paper he asked guestions as follows:

If there Is anyone who accuses me of wrongdoing, who is he, and
where is he? What is his charge?

This man announced in the beginning that he thought it
would take $150,000 to run the campaign. He was going to
contribute $5,000 of it and turned over to Mr. Moore the job of
raising the rest, He knew that Mr. Insull had given $100,000.
He knew it was a violation of the law under which he held
his then office to receive money from Insull, and yet—listen to
this excerpt from his prepared statement, a part of which I
find in the record:

Is there anyone who accuses me of wrongdoing? Who is it and
where is he? What have I done that is againgt law or against good
morals?

Is it possible that Mr. SmiTH does not understand? I am
wondering if it can be possible that a man can be elected to
the Senate from Illinois who does not understand that the
acceptance of a $100,000 campaign fund from the head of a
public-utility corporation, which it was his duty as commis-
gioner to regulate, was contrary to the law of Illinois? How
can he ask such guestions?

What have I done that iIs against law or against good morals? Is
there any person who says that I used unlawful or immoral means
to get a gingle vote?

He certainly must have been talking about the election.

What have I done that is against the law or against good morals?
Is there any person who says that I used unlawful or immoral means
to get a single vote? Is there any person who says 1 spent a single
dollar for any unlawful or immoral purpose? If so, who is he, where
is he, and when did he say it? If there is any person who is ready
to make such a charge, should he not be called here to make it, where
I can hear it; and before T am even requested to make any statement
whatever? (p. 1546).

Think of putting that in the record after having admitted
that with his knowledge, consent, and approval $100,000 had
been accepted from Mr. Samuel Insull, head of one of the
great public-utility corporations in Illinois, when it was SmiTH's
duty as commerce commissioner to regulate that public utility.

He told you where he hoped to get money, did he
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Mr, President, the foregoing is exceedingly peculiar testi-
mony. Think of a man who has been in Congress, who has
gerved in the National House of Representatives, who has been
collector of internal revenue, chairman of the Republican State
Committee of Illinois three times, and for six years a member
of the Illinois Commerce Commission, asking questions like
these. Here was a law that disqualified him for holding office
in the event he received any gift from anyone connected with
public utilities, which it was his duty to regulate. He knew
of this law, of course, and he knew, according to his own evi-
dence, that Samuel Insull had contributed $100,000 te his cam-
paign ; and yet, in a mock heroie way, he wants to know who
is bringing such charges against him. Is it possible that Mr.
SMITH can not understand the meaning of his own acts? His
testimony is not frank. It is not open. The truth is there is
an evident desire to conceal the truth. I do not see how any
Senator can read his testimony and feel that a man that has
his idea about truth and corruption can vote to seat him.

Later on Mr. SmitH was further examined, and he put in the
record his connection with the public utility companies:

The CHAmMAN, I take it, then, Mr. SMmrra—Ilet us see if we can not
cut across lots and get to the point—that yon had information that
put you on notice of the fact that Insull had contributed?

Mr. SaitH. I would not put it that way, Senator. I had informa-
tion that Mr. Insull was supporting my campaign. As to the amount,
or any specific donations, I had no knowledge at that time (p. 1868).

It was shown that there had been reductions in surface-line
car fares in Chicago.

The CHAIEMAN. Are the surface-car lines in Chicago understood to
be an Insull property or not?

Mr, SsmiTH. No; I think not,

The CratrMAN. You did, about November 1921, reduce the fares of
the surface lines from 8 cents to 5 cents?

Mr. Smrta, Yes, sir.

The CHAmMAN. Are the elevated roads in Chicago regarded as an
Insull property or not.

Mr. SarrH. I believe so.

The CrammaN. Has your commission the power to initlate proceed-
ings to regulate the rates of any company?

Mr. SMITH. It has.

The CramMAN. Did it initiate any proceedings to reduce the rates
of the elevated linés?

Mr. SsmiTH, I can not recall whether the commission initiated the
proceedings or whether the proceedings were there upon petition of
some one else; but in 1921 such proceedings were initinted.

The CHAmRMAN. Were the rates reduced?

Mr. BmiTH. They werea,

The CHAIRMAY. How much?

Mr. SamiTH. Aggregating about $7,000,000 up to June 30 of this year.

The CHAIRMAN. But I am asking the rate per fare.

Mr. SsirH. I can explain it to you only by giving you the amounts
and then giving you the weighted reduction per passenger, because
there is a scale of rates,

The CHAmrMAN. Could you give me the scale of rates as it stood at
the time the application was made?

Mr, SmiTH, Yes; I think so. My recollection is that it was 10 cents
per gingle ride, four rides for 35 cents, and that the rate put into effect
by the commission after a hearing was, single fare 10 cents, three
rides for 25 cents, and a book for $1.25, permitting yon to ride as often
as you wanted to during the course of the month (p. 1869).

Three rides for 25 cents instead of four rides for 35 cents.
This same commission reduced the fare on the surface lines
from 8 fo 5 cents, whereas the regular fare was left at 10 cents
on the elevated lines controlled by Mr. Insull.

Of course nobody wants to be hypercritical, but it looks to
me as if Insull could well afford to contribute $125,000 to Mr.
SmiTH's campaign. There is a very considerable transaction
there. It must have meant a great deal of money, and, looked
at from the point of gratitude, I do not know but that Insull
was right in contributing some of this money, even though
it was a violation of law. I am now looking at it from the
standpoint of Insull, the man who had received these great
benefits from the chairman of the commission, who is the man
who has asked to be seated in the Senate of the United States.

I come now to matters affecting the gas company :

Tue CoArMAN. What is the name of the great gas company lere?

Mr. SmiTH. The People's Gas Light & Coke Co.

The CHAIRMAN. That is regarded as an Insull property?

Mr. 8miTH. Yes, sir.

The CHAmRMAN. Was there any application made for a rednction of
the rates of that company?

Mr. SsmiTH. I think that was a citation by the commission (p. 1870).




He made some reductlon In gas rates, but not to those who
used under 400 cubic feet.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, will the Senator yleld to me
there?

Mr. McKELLAR. T yield.

Mr. ASHURST. I note the Senator refers to a contribution
or a donation made by Samuel Insull.

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes, sir.

Mr., ASHURST., Did the Senator use the word *contribu-
tion” or the word “ donation,” or both?

Mr. McKELLAR. I think I have used both.

Mr., ASHURST. Was it not an investment that Samuel
Insull made rather than a contribution?

Mr. McKELLAR., One would think from examining the re-
lationship between these two parties that it was not only an
investment but a tremendously profitable investment for Mr.
Insull. Other utility companies seem not to have invested quite
s0 much and they did not get as good returns. Their fares
were reduced from 8 to 5§ cents, while brother Insull’'s remained
at 10 cents, but as a lagniappe to the people those who bough_{:
tickets could get three for a quarter instead of four for 85
cents. Marvelous reduction ! ’

Listen further—

The CaAirMAN, Coming, now, to the People's Gas Light & Coke Co., I
find that in 1923 its outstanding ecapital stock and surplus was
$55,731,680. -

In 1924 it had increased to $57,187,711.

In 1925 it had increased to $61,929,408, Those figures, then, would
indicate that that company had applied for the varlous increases of
gtock shown in these totals?

Mr. SmiTH. 1 assume 80; ¥yes.

The CHAIRMAN. And that its requests had been granted to the extent
indicated ?

Mr. SmITH. Yes.

The CuAlRMAN, Likewise it is shown in this tabulation which I have
that the People’s Gas Light & Coke Co.’s bonded indebtedness inereased
from $46,177,000 in 1923 to $51,927,000 in 1925. That would indicate
that the company had made application for an increased bomded in-
debtedness and had issued bonds urider the direction of the commission
or with the permission of the commission, That is right, is it?

Mr. Sauri, It would (p. 1874).

Ah, Mr. President, here we see the nefarious relationship.
The chairman of the commerce commission permitting this
power interest of Mr. Insull's to increase both its bonded in-
debtedness and its stock indebtedness by millions—$10,000,000
in the two or three years since Mr. Sm1TH has been chairman—
on which the people of Chicago had to pay reasonable returns,
and in return for these favors—these enormouns favors—and
by reason of only a small reduction in fares and charges
no wonder Mr. Insull was trying to give so valuable a friend
$125,000 for his campaign fund. He ought to have contributed
half a million dollars, at least; and he may have done so for
aught we know. .

Mr. President, fraud and corruption permeates this entire
transaction. This man comes to the Senate with unclean
hands, and the Senate should exclude him, We already have
the proof taken in this very case. This proof overturns any
regularity in credentials. The Senate should not hesitate,
but it should immediately exclude SmrTH so that the great
State of Illinois may appoint a man to come to the Senate
for the time being whose hands are clean and whose selection
does not grow out of one of the most corrupt campaigns that
every took place in any State.

Mr. President, in England Parliament has always exercised
full power to deal with the gualifications of its own members,

The power of Parliament to exclude is graphically set forth
in the life of John Wilkes. He was very much opposed to the
party in power and from an early period in his life undertook
to get into Parliament. His first attempt was in 1754, when
he spent $20,000 and polled 192 votes, In 1757 he was elected
at a cost of $35,000. He then published a paper in which
he abused an official of the Government, for which he was put
in the tower, In 1764 he was expelled from the House for
publishing the North Britain, an alleged scurrilous sheet. . He
was exiled for four years. In 1768 he was again a candidate
for Parlinment, but was defeated. He was then arrested and
committed to prison for a republication of the North Britain
and for publishing an Essay on Woman. He was then sen-
tenced in the Court of King's Bench for 20 months' imprison-
ment. In 1769, having been again elected to the House of
Commons, he was expelled. In 1769 he was reelected and ex-
pelled again. He was elected again in 1769 and expelled a second
time. He was elected a fourth time, and Parliament declared
his opponent entitled to the seat. In 1774 he was again
elected to Parliament and this time held on, Then he moved
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to have his former expulsion expunged from the record and
finally did so. There is nothing in this case that bears on the
present case, except the unrestricted right that the British
Parliament has always taken in passing on the qualifications
of its members.

But it is claimed that the guestion of fraud and corruption
in the Smith election does not apply to this present applica-
tion of SumrrE to a seat in the Senate. It is claimed that
inasmuch as SmrrH is appointed by the governor to fill out an
unexpired term that none of these questions can be raised.
Such a contention, in my judgment, is purely technical and
wholly without merit. SmiTe's act in obtaining his election to
the regular term by frand and corruption permeates the whole
affair, Indeed, according to the newspapers, Governor Small
gave as his reason for appointing Smith that he had already
been elected by the people. Small was elected at the same
time, This directly connects the election of SwmrrH with the
appointment of SMmITH and makes the whole transaction fraudu-
lent and, of course, the Senate should refuse to seat him.

But it is claimed for Smrrm that a question of State rights
is at issue. I see no guestion of State rights at all in this
matter, The Senate is not refusing the State of Illinois its
equal representation in the Senate. If SmitTH was 20 years old
and presented credentials otherwise regular, he would be
excluded, and it would be no deprivation of State rights. The
Governor of Illinois does not have to appoint Smith to fill this
vacancy. He can appoint any other qualified citizen of Illi-
nois, man or woman, and the Senate will receive him or her.
I believe in State rights, but not in that kind of State rights.
They would put through some measure that ought not to go
through or put in some candidate who ought not to be in office.
In these days many of those who clamor for State rights are
simply asking to put over some nefarious deal or to prevent
some worthy and progressive measure. The plea of State
rights for Sumrre and the plea of State rights for the boot-
legger or any other law violator ought to go hand in hand,

Whether we look at it as a matter of principle, or whether
we examine the textbooks on constitutional law, the history of
the provision in the original Counstitution, the statutes of the
United States, the precedents in the House, or the precedents
in the Benate, there can be no question about the Senate’s
power to exclude, and by a majority vote. Every legislative
body'has unlimited control over its own methods of organiza-
tion and the qualifications or disqualifications of its members,
except as specifically limited by the organic law. When our
Constitution was framed there was practically no limit to the
right and power in these respects of the English Parliament.
Such power is necessary to the preservation of the body itself
and to the dignity of its character. It has been said that in
England it was at one fime permissible to permit admission
into the House of Commons minors, aliens, and persons mnot
inhabitants of the political subdivisions from which they were
elected, and to this day an inhabitant of London may be elected
to Parliament by a Scotch constituency. It was these abuses
that our Constitution makers desired to prohibit. They did not
undertake to name all of the disqualifications, but simply pointed
out those three in section 5 of Article I, and another one later
on. It was not their purpose to interfere with the right of each
House to pass upon the qualifications of its own Members other
than in the particulars named.

ORIGINAL PROVISION

In the first draft of the Constitution the original provision
was as follows—and I call the especial attention of the Senate
to it because it is in the affirmative:

Every Member of the House of Representatives shall be of the age
of 25 years at least; shall have been a citizen of the United States for
at least three years before his election, and shall be at the time of his
election a resident of the State in which he shall be chosen,

And a similar proviso in the affirmative was proposed as to
the Senate.

This was opposed on the ground that it was impossible to
make a complete list of quzlifcations and that a partial list
might by implication tie the hands of Congress. Concerning
this, Mr. Wilson, a member of the convention, said ;

Besides a partial enumeration of cases will disable the legislature
from. disqualifying odious and dangerous characters.

Later, Mr., Wilson said:

It would be best, on the whole, to let the section go out; this par-
ticular power would constructively exclude every other power of regu-
lating quallfications,

To meet these objections the section was finally reported
and adopted in the negative form, which it now bears. So
that the very guestion here at issue was discussed at the time
the provision was put in the Constitution, and it was put in
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in a negative form so it would not preclude each House from
exercising its plenary power to pass upon other qualifications
of its Members.

STATUTORY PRECEDENTS

That each House was not limited to the four disqualifications
contained in the Constitution was certainly the belief of those
who made the Constitution. Mr. Madison was a Member of the
House in the First Congress. On April 30, 1790, the following
act was passed:

That if any person is directly or indirectly given any sum or sums
of money, or any other bribe or award, or any promise, contract, obliga-
tion, or security for the payment or delivery of any money, present, or
award, or any other thing to obtain or procure the opinion, judgment,
or decree of any judge or judges of the United States in any suit, con-
troversy, or cause pending before him or them, and shall be convicted
thereof, ete.,, he shall be confined and imprisoned, at the discretion of
the court, and shall forever be disqualified to hold any office of honor,
trust, or profit under the United Btates.

And in 1791 it was enacted that every judge of the United
State who in anywise accepts or receives any sum of money
or other bribe shall be fined and imprisoned, and shall be other-
wise disqualified to hold any office of trust or profit under the
TUnited States,

Again, section 3 of Article I of the Constitution provides:

Judgments in the case of impeachments shall not extend any further
than to removal from office and disqualification to hold and enjoy
any office of honor, trust, or profit under the United States.

Surely no one could contend that a man might be adjudged
guilty of impeachment and still he might be qualified to be a
United States Senator.

Section 5500 of the Revised Statutes prohibits a Member of
either House of Congress from asking, accepting, or receiving
any money or any promise, contract, obligation, gratuity, or
security for the payment of money either after he has been
qualified or after he has taken his seat as a Member, and if
convicted thereof he shall be fined, imprisoned, ete.; and section
5502 further provides:

Every Member, officer, or person convicted under the provisions of the
two preceding sections who holds any place of profit or trust shall
forfeit his place of honor and trust and shall forever be disqualified
for holding any place of honor or trust under the United States,

Now, is it possible that a man convicted under this statute
could still be a Senator affer having the threé constitutional
qualifications and being elected by the people of his State? It
will be remembered that in 1862 the test act was passed, which
placed a further gualification on the right of a Senator to hold
office, so it appears that from our earliest history on down our
Congress has acted upon the principle that each House had full
and complete power to pass upon the gqualifications of its own
Members,

It is true that in Mr. Story’s work on the Constitution, in
speaking of the qualifications provisions, it would seem that
other qualifications eould not be added. On the other hand, other
constitutional writers seem to unite in thinking that other
qualifications could be added. Mr. Pomeroy says:

The power given to the Senate and to the House of Representatives,
each to pass upon the validity of the elections of its own Members, and
gpon their personal qualifications, seems to be unbounded. * * *
Indeed, there is absolutely no restraint upon its exercise except the
responsibility of the Representatives to their constituents.

Throop on Public Offices says:

The general rule is that the legislature has full power to prescribe
qualifications for holding office in addition to those prescribed by the
Constitution, if any, provided that they are reasonable and not opposed
to the constitutional provisions or to the spirit of the Coustitution.

Mr. Cushing says:

To the dlsqualifications of this kind may be added those which may re-

sult from the commission of some crime which would render the Member
ineligible.

Mr. John Randolph, in the House of Representatives in 1807,
eaid:

If the Constitution had meant as we contend to settle the qualifica-
tions of Members, its words would naturally have run thus, “ Every
person who has attained the age of 25 years and been seven years a
citizen of the United States and, who shall, when elected, be an in-
habitant of the Btate from which he shall be chosen, shall be eligible
for the House of Representatives.”

But so far from fixing the qualifications of that House, the
Constitution merely enumerates a few qualifications within
which the Senate was left to act.
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Professor Burgess declared:

I think it is safe to say that either Mouse might reject an insane
person or might exclude a grossly immoral person.

A number of cases have arisen in the House. One of the
most notable was the refusal of the House of Representatives
to accept the credentials of the celebrated Sergeant 8. Prentiss
and his colleague in 1837. From the facts as I can best get
them from speeches made by Mr. Prentiss, it appears that in
July, 1837, apparently at a special election, Messrs. Claiborne
and Gholson were elected to Congress from Mississippi. At
the November election Mr. Prentiss and his colleague ran and
were elected, They received credentials from the Governor
and presented the credentials to the House of Representatives.
They first seated Mr. Claiborne and Mr. Gholson, and then
afterwards decided that they were not entitled to their seats,
and afterwards decided their elections were void, Still the
House would not seat Prentiss and his colleague, and they went
back home and ran again, were elected, and were sworn in.
Now, Messrs. Prentiss and Word had every qualification in the
Constitution. They had a certificate from the Governor in every
way regular, and yet the House denied them their seats until
after a subsequent eleetion.

In 1867 the Members elected from the State of Kentucky
presented their credentials to the House, but they were not
sworn in because they were disloyal and had expressed dis-
loyal sentiments. They had all the qualifications under the
Constitution. At this time the House assumed jurisdiction,
tried the cases in advance of administering the oath, and where
it happened that at some time the claimant had not been loyal
he was excluded, and where he had been loyal he was sworn in.

In the Forty-first Congress the House of Representatives
asserted its right to exclude a Member elect with a perfect
certificate and possessing all of the so-called qualifications.
This is the case of Whittemore, from South Carolina. It was
charged against him that he had sold a cadetship, and was,
therefore, unworthy to be a Member of the House. He resigned,
The House passed a resolution of censure, Whittemore went
back home, was reelected, and returned to the same session of
Congress with his certificate of election under the broad seal
of the State of South Carolina. Objection was made by no less
a person than Gen. John A. Logan, who asserted the right
of the House to exclude a man guilty of such an offense as
Whittemore had committed. General Logan made a wonderful
speech in the case,

I want to quote what General Logan said in that case. It
applies exactly to this one. Said General Logan:

We have the right to say that he shall not be a man of infamous
character. He is not merely a representative of the constituents who
elect him, but his vote in the House is a vote for the whole Nation.
It is a vote for the people of the whole country, and every district in
the United States bas the same interest in his vote that his own
district has. Hence, if Congress shall not have the power or authority
or shall not have the right to exclude a man of that kind, then the
rights of the people of the whole country may be destroyed by a
district sending a representative who may be obtalned to vote in a
manner which may be destructive to the rights of the people.

And again General Logan said:

Congress, being the Representatives of the whole people, are entitled
to say that the rights of the whole country shall not be destroyed
by one or more districts throwing in here a man, or set of men,
capable of their destruction; and that, having knowledge of the facts,
and the power to prevent the mischief by exercising the right of
exclusion, they have a right to exercise that power, and thereby
protect the interests of the country, and to preserve instead of de-
stroy the right of representation.

And, again:
For crime, sir, we have a right to proscribe a man.

And T repeat that statement here. For Mr. SMiTH'S crime
in violating the laws of Illinois we have a perfect right to
exclude him when he presents his credentials here.

This case was not even sent to a committee, it being asserted
that the House itself had knowledge of the facts,

This case is directly in point with the Smith case, Whitte-
more sold a cadetship. SwmiTH accepted eampaign funds con-
trary to law, The Smith case is really worse than the Whitte-
more case,

THE CANNON CASE

In 1880 Cannon was overwhelmingly elected a delegate to
the Congress from Utah. The committee reported that as
Cannon was a polygamist he was ineligible and ungualified
to be a Member of Congress. At that time the Edmunds law
had not been passed, and there was no statutory ground of
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eligibility. The Edmunds law was passed while the Cannon
case was being tried. Cannon was excluded by a vote of 173
to 9. y

I want to call attention now to the speech of Mr, Burrows,
who afterwards served in this body.

In the Cannon case Mr, Burrows said:

But it will be observed that the Constitution does not undertake to
specify those things which disqualify a person for membership. The
doctrine is well settled that to entitle a person to a seat in this House
he must not enly possess those affirmative qualifications mentioned
in the Constitution, to wit, residence and eitizenship, but he must be
free from those things which by common parliamentary law dis-
qualify. In other words, a Representative, though duly elected and
possessing all tlie constitutional qualifientions, we would deny admis-
sion to a person Infected with a contagious disease, and would be
justified in so doing

Should a member elect, after he was chosen, be arrested and con-
victed of some Infamous offense and punished by lmprisonment in the
State prison, would it be contended that if he should present himself
at the bar of this House at the expiration of his term of imprison-
ment and demand to be received into membership, that it would not
be within the constitutional power of this body to refuse bim admis-
slon? Instances of personal disqualification might be multiplied In-
definitely. This is sufficient, however, to illustrate my point.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me
to interrupt him? f

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JoNes of Washington in
the chair). Does the Senator from Tennessee yield to the
Senator from Florida?

Mr. McEELLAR. Certainly,

Mr. FLETCHER. 1 recall that Mr. Burrows, to whom the
Senator has referred, was chairman of the standing Com-
mittee on Privileges and Elections when I came here in March,
1909; and when my commission was laid before this body he
asked to have it referred to his committee, The commission
was based upon an election by the Legislature of Florida,
which was unanimous; there was not a vote to the contrary;
and yet at that time the practice was to refer the commis-
sions of Senators to that commiftee.

Mr. McKELLAR. I think the practice never ought to have
been discontinued. I doubt whether it will be discontinued in
the future,

1 just want to add what Mr. Burrows so well said; and,
of course, knowing the qualifications that the senior Senator
from Florida had at that time and still has, and knowing that
he had been elected by perfectly honorable means, he did not
put him in the category of those about whom he was speak-
ing here:

The American people have long enough endured the shame of having
seated In their high couneil & man who offends public decency, disturbs
social order, defies national authority, and ouvtrages the moral sense of
all Christendom. Let the humiliation end now and forever.

The remarks of Mr. Burrows are apt here. Here is a man
who is a law-violator, who accepts gifts for campaign funds
from public service corporations, which it was his duty to
regulate. He has so acted that he has made himself subject
to removal from office in the State of Illinois. He has broken
the law. He has engaged in corrupt practices to secure a seat
in the Senate. He has violated the decree of the Senate that
a man who spends as much as $195,000 for his election has
acted contrary to public policy, has committed an offense against
the honor and dignity of the Senate, and is dangerous to the
perpetuity of a free government. How could any such man
expect to be admitted to this body, by appointment or otherwise?

I next come to the case of Brigham H. Roberts, In 1862 the
Congress passed this law, section 5352:

Every person having a husband or wife living who marries another,
either married or single, in a territory, or otherwise, over which the
United States has exclusive juisdiction, is guilty of bigamy and shall
be punished by a fine of not more than $500 and be imprisoned for a
term of not more than five years.

The Edmunds law provided that:

No polygamist, bigamist, or any person cohabiting with more than
one woman, and no woman eohabiting with any of the persons described
us aforesaid in this section In any territory or other place over which
the United States have exclusive jurisdiction, shall be entitled to vote
at any election held in any such territory or other place, or be eligible
for election or appointment to, or be entitled to hold, any office or place
of public trust, honor, or emolument in, under, or for any such terri-
tory or place, or under the United States.

Mr. Roberts was elected to the Fifty-sixth Congress: and

thereupon, on December 5, 1899, the House passed the following
resolution. I want te call the attention of Senators to this
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resolution. In substance, it is exactly like the procedure that
is being invoked here:

Resolved, That the question of the prima facie right of Brigham H.
Roberts to be sworn in as a Representative from the State of Utah
in the Fifty-sixth Congress, as well as of his final right to' a seat
therein as such Representative, be referred to a special committee
of nine Members of the House, to be appointed by the Speaker; and
until such committee shall report upon and the House decide such
question and right, the said Brigham H. Roberts shall not be sworn
in or be permitted to occupy a seat in the House.

The committee met and further reported:

We find that Brigham H. Roberts was elected as a Representative
to the Fifty-sixth Congress from the SBtate of Utah, and was at the
date of his election above the age of 25 years; that he had been for
more than seven years a naturalized citizen of the United States and
was an inhabitant of the State of Utah,

We further find that about 1878 he married Lonisa Smith, his first
and lawful wife, with whom he has ever since lived ss such, and who
since their marriage has borne him six children.

That about 1885 he married as his plural wife Celia Dibble, with
whom he has ever since lived as such, and who since such marriage
has borne him six chbildren, of whom the last were twins, born August
11, 1897,

That some four years after his sald marriage to Celia Dibble he
contracted another plural marriage with Margaret C, Shipp, with
whom he has ever since lived in the habit and repute of marrlage.
Your committee is unable to fix the exact date of this marriage. It
does not appear that he held her out as his wife before January, 1867,
or that she before that date held him out as her husband, or that
before that date they were reputed to be husband and wife,

That these facts were generally known in Utah, publicly charged
against him during his campaign for election, and were not denied by
him. !

That the testimony bearing on these facts was taken in the presence
of Mr. Roberts, and that he fully cross-examined the witnesses but
declined to place himself upon the witness stand.

The committee s unanimous in its belief that Mr. Roberts ought not
to remain a Member of the House of Representatives. A majority are
of the opinion that be ought mot to be permitted to become a Mem-
ber; that the House has a right to exclude him. A minerity are of
the opinion that the proper course of procedure is to permit him to
be sworn in and then expel him by a two-thirds vote under the con-
stitufional provision providing for expulsion.

Mr. Roberts .was excluded, and properly so, by a vote of the
House., The committee, among other things, reported on the
right to exclude as follows:

The objection is made to the refusal to admit Roberts that the
Constitution excludes the idea that any objection can be made to his
coming in if he is 25 years of age, has been seven years a citizen of
the United States, and was an inhabitant of Utah when elected, no
matter how odions or treasonable or criminal may have been his life
and practices.

To this we reply—

1. That the language of the comstitutional provision, the history of
its framing in the constitutional convention, and its context, clearly
show that it can not be construed to prevent disqualification for crime,

2. That the overwhelming authority of textbook writers on the Con-
stitution is to the effect that such disqualification may be imposed by
the House, and no commentator on the Constitution specifically denies
it. [Especial reference is made to the works of Cushing, Pomeroy,
Throop, Burgess, and Miller.

3. The courts of several of the States, in construing analogons pro-
visions, have with practical unanimity declared against such narrow
construction of such constitutional provisions,

4. The House of Representatives never denied that it had the right to
excliie a Member elect, even when he had the three constitutional re-
quirements.

5. In many Instances it has distinctly asserted its right so to do in
cases of disloyalty and erime.

6. It paksed in 1862 the test oath act, which imposed a real and sub-
stantial disqualification for membership in Congress, disqualifying hun-
dreds of thousands of American citizens. That law remained in force
for 20 years, and thousands of Members of Congress were compelled to
take the oath it required.

7. The House in 1869 adopted a general rule of order, providing
that no person should be sworn in as a Member against whom the objec-
tion was made that he was not entitled to take the test oath, and if
npon investigation such fact appeared, he was to be permanently de-
barred from entrance.

The Roberts case is exactly in point. Mr. Roberts was ex-
clnded from taking the oath because of his violation of the law
of the land.

Mr. President, those are the House precedents. I next come
to the Senate precedents, Before I begin on them I might
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state to the Senate that where questions have arisen relative
to the right of any person appointed by a governor, almost the
uniform procedure has been to refer the case to a committee,
without the appointee taking the oath, and then, upon the re-
port of the committee, to allow him to take the oath or mot,
according to the decision of the Senate.

1. Uriah Tracy, Senator from Connecticut in 1796. The
oath was administered to him, by a vote of 13 to 10, after
guestion had been raised as to his credentials.

2. Samuel Smith, Senator from Maryland in 1809, pre-
sented his credentials. He was appointed by the governor,
and he was seated by a vote of the Senate on June 6. Ap-
parently he was not allowed to take the oath until the Senate
seated him.

3. Samuel 8. Phelps, a Senator from Vermont in 1853, was
sworn in. He was afterwards declared entitled to his seat.

4, Jared W. Williams, in December, 1853, came as a Sena-
tor from New Hampshire, and he was sworn in. It seems
that Willilams was afterwards declared entitled to his seat,
and apparently he held his seat.

5. Horace Chilton, of Texas, appeared and was sworn in,
and he was declared entitled to his seat.

6. Humphrey Marshall, Senator from Kentucky. He was
charged by certain judges in Kentucky with gross fraud in
judicial proceedings. His credentials were presented Febru-
ary 26, 1796, and referred to a committee. The Senate de-
cided to admit Mr., Marshall,

7. William Blount and William Cocke, the first two Sena-
tors from Tennessee, were appointed on May 9, 1796. The
Senate took no action except to order that the matter lie
over. On May 23, 1796, it was ordered as follows:

That Mr. Blount and Mr. Cocke, who claim to be Senators of the
United States, be received as spectators, and that chairs be pro-
vided for that purpose until final decision of the SBenate ghall be given
on the bill proposing to admit the southwestern Territory into the
Union,

On June 1, however, after an investigation, they were duly
admitted.

8. Stanley Griswold, a Senator from Ohio, 1809, His cre-
dentials were submitted, and he qualified and took his seat.

9. Ephraim Bateman, elected to the Senate. The oath was
administered. He was allowed to keep his seat.

The Niles case has already been referred to.

10. W. T, Willey and John 8. Carlile, Virginia, 1861. There
was an effort to refer them to committee, but they were
allowed, by a majority vote, to take the oath.

11. Cases of Frederick P. Stanton and James H. Lane,
Kansas, 1861. They were allowed to take their seats.

12. David T. Patterson, of Tennessee. In July, 18606, his
credentials were read.

They were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary to
inquire into the qualifications of Mr. Patterson. It was after-
wards held that he was entitled to his seat.

13. George Gold, of Alabama, presented his ecredentials and
asked to take the oath, but his case was referred to a com-
mittee. That was on February 6, 1871. He was allowed to
take the oath in 1872

Then, there are miscellaneous Senate cases, to which I will
now refer,

James Shields. He was Senator from Illinois, presented
his credentials in 1849, and was sworn in, but it was after-
wards held that he was not a citizen.

Lyman Trumbull, Senator from Illinois. His credentials
were presented and the oath was administered to him. After-
wards it was held that he was ineligible.

James Harlan, Senator from Iowa. His credentials were
presented on December 3, 1855, and he was sworn in. His
place was afterwards declared vacant.

Fishback, Baxter, and Snow. Their cases came up in 1864.
They were referred to a Committee on the Judiciary, and
there was a report on May 21, 1864. On February 21, 1866,
a motion was made that they were not entitled to their seats,
but it was laid on the table. None of them was afterwards
seated.

In December, 1864, the credentials of Cutler, Smith, and
Hahn were ordered to lie on the table, They were sent to a
committee, and the applicants were never seated.

In 1865 the credentials of Segar and Underwood were sub-
mitted from Virginia. They were not admitted.

John P. Stockton, New Jersey, 1865. His credentials were
submitted on December 4, 1865, and he took the oath. It was
held that he was not entitled to his seat.

Philip 8. Thomas, of Maryland, has heretofore been referred
to. His case was referred to a committee, and it was after-
wards decided that he was not entitled to his seat.
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Thomas Norwood and Foster Blodgett, of Georgia. Their
credentials were presenfed and referred to a committee. Blod-
%tt]gger was sworn in, Norwood was sworn in on December

Ransom and Abbott, North Carolina. March 7, 1871, the
credentials of Mr. Abbott were presented and referred:to a
committee. Abbott was declared not entitled to his seat.
Ransom on February 5, 1872, appeared and took the oath.

In 1844 the credentials of John M. Niles were presented and
objection was made to the oath being administered. Mr.
Jarnigin submitted a resolufion referring the ecredentials of
Mr. Niles to a select committee, which was instructed to
inquire into the election; return, and qualifications of the said
John M. Niles, and into his eapacity at this time to take the
oath prescribed by the Constitution of the United States. That
was on the 30th of April, and on May 16 following Mr. Niles
was permitted to take the oath of office. His mind had become
impaired and he had been in an insane asylum, but the com-
mittee reported that while he was laboring under mental and
physical disability he was not of unsound mind in the tech-
nical sense of that phrase, This case establishes the right of
the Senate to refuse to allow the oath to be taken until after
an examination by the committee. In other words, it asserts its
right to exclude.

Another case in the Senate was that of Philip F. Thomas,
of Maryland. His credentials were presented on Mareh 18,
1867, and the following day were referred to the Judiciary .
Committee. There was a very elaborate debate. The charge
against him was that he had been disloyal, and that he was,
therefore, incapable of taking the test oath which was pro-
vided for in the act of July, 1862. Thomas was excluded by a
vote of 27 to 20.

SENATORS WHOSE CREDENTIALS WERE REFERRED TO THE COMMITTEE AND
SEATED OR UNSBEATED UPON REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE

Kensey Johns, of Delaware, 1794. Mr. Johns presented his
credentials. Wherenpon it was moved that they be referred to
the consideration of the Committee of Elections before the said
Kensey Johns should be permitted to qualify. The committee
reported that he was not entitled to his seat, and it was so
ordered by the Senate.

James Lanman, of Connecticut, 1825. Exception being taken
to the credentials, they were referred to a committee. After a
hearing a resolution was presented providing :

That the Hon. James Lanman, appointed a Senator by the Governor
of the State of Connecticut, be now admitted to the oath required by
the Constitution.

The oath was refused—yeas 18, nays 23.

Ambrose H. Sevier, of Arkansas, 1837,  His credentials were
referred to a commitiee, and the following resolution was
offered :

Resolved, That the Hon. Ambrose H. Sevier, appointed a Senator by
the Governor of the State of Arkansas, have the oath required by the
Constitution administered to him.

He was admitted by a vote of 26 to 19,

Archibald Dixon, of Kentucky, 1852. The first motion was:

Regolved, That the credentials of Archibald Dixon, Esq., be referred
to the Committee on the Judiciary, who shall consider and report
thercon.

For this a substitute was offered as follows:

That the Hon. Archibald Dixon was duly elected by the Legislature
of the State of Kentucky, to fill the vacancy in the Senate occasioned
by the resignation of the Hon. Henry Clay, and is entitled to a seat
therein.

This was passed.

Charles H. Bell, of New Hampshire, 1879, The Vice President
presented his credentials on Tuesday, March 18, 1879. On
motion of Mr. Wallace it was ordered that the credentials lie on
the table, and a resolution was offered as follows:

Resolved, That Hon. Charles H. Bell is not entitled to a seat as a
Senator by virtue of the appointment by the executive of New Hamp-
ghire,

Majority and minority reports were filed. Mr. Bell was after-
wards seated, on April 10, 1879, by 25 to 38.

Lee Mantle, Montana, 1893, The credentials were referred to
the Committee on Privileges and Elections on March 9, 1893,
On March 27, 1893, Mr. Hoar, from the Committee on Privileges
and Elections, reported the following resolution .

Resolved, That Lee Mantle is entitled to be admitted to a seat as
Senator from the State of Montana.

On August 23 Mr. Vance offered a resolution providing that—

Mr. Lee Mantle is not entitled to a seat in this body—

which was carried by a vote of 35 to 30,
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The case of Mr, Mantle was a very famous one, and upon the
action of the Senate in that case guite a number of other cases
which arose afterwards were decided, among them the fol-
lowing :

A. C. Beckwith, of Wyoming, 1893: The Legislature of
Wyoming having adjourned without the election of a Senator,
the Governor of Wyoming appointed Mr. Beckwith to the Sen-
ate. His credentials were referred to a committee, and on
March 27 the committee decided that he was not entitled to a
seat. Beckwith resigned,

John B. Allen, of Washington, 1803: John B. Allen was
appointed and his credentials were referred to the Committee
on Privileges and Elections. A report was made on March 27,
1893, stating that Mr. Allen was entitled to his seat. The
Senate refused to seat Mr. Allen.

Henry W. Corbett, of Oregon, 1897: His credentials were
presented and were referred to a committee on February 28,
1807. The committee reported that Corbett was not entitled to
his seat, and on March 18, 1897, the Senate by & large majority
upheld the report.

Case of Andrew T. Wood, of Kentucky. Mr. Wood was ap-
pointed to fill the vacancy in the Senate caused by the death
of Mr. Blackburn. His credentials were referred to the Com-
mittee on Privileges and Elections. No report was made. Mr.
Deboe was by that time elected to the Senate and took his
seat, and that ended the matter.

John A. Henderson, of Florida: A similar situation existed.

The next case was that of Matthew Quay. It will be remem-
bered that that was a famous case. It arose probably within
the time of some of the Senators present, no doubt within the
service of the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER],
whom I see before me,

It will be remembered that the Legislature of Pennsylvania
did not elect a Senator, but adjourned without election, There-
upon the Governor of Pennsylvania appointed Mr. Quay, but he
was not sworn in. His case was referred to the Committee on

Privileges and Hlections, and after one of the most notable |
fights before a committee, majority and minority reports were |

made, and Mr. Quay was excluded by a majority of one vote,

It will thus be seen from a study of the cases which are
directly in point that the usmal, ordinary, regular, ordained
procedure in the Senate, where questions arise involving guali-
fications of Members of this body before they get here, is to
have the man not take the oath until an examination is had
by the committee. There have been exceptions to that rule,
but the exceptions are few. The general runle is as I have
stated.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr.
Senator?

Mr. McKELLAR. Certainly.

Mr. FLETCHER. In the Quay case the question was not
as to Mr. Quay’s gualifications; but the case was determined
on the power and right and authority of the governor to
appoint.

Mr. McKELLAR. That is true, and that has been the (ues-
tion in many of the Senate cases which have arisen. I call to
the attention of the Senate the fact that Mr. Quay’s eredentials
were absolutely regular on their face. There was a vacancy.
Mr. Quay had all the qualifications provided by the Constitu-
tion. Yet the Senate went behind his credentials to examine
into the facts. So here, Mr. SmiTH has all the constitutional
qualifications, I have no doubt. He has the three constitutional
qualifications mentioned. His credentials are regular on their
face. But it is charged, and the committee have reported the
fact to the Senate, that Mr. SyiTa violated the law in his own
State, for which violation the Senate has a right to vote as to
whether or not they will permit him to take a seat here, or
whether he shall be excluded.

In 1862 Benjamin Stark was appointed a Senator from
Oregon and was allowed to take his seat. It seems that the
charge of disloyalty was made against him, but was not
proved.

Mr. Lyman Trumbull, who made one of the reports in the
case, said:

Iloes anyone dounbt the power of Comgress under this clause of the
Constitution to declare that a person convicted of treason should for-
ever be incapable of holding any office under the United States? If
this were done, would it be contended that a convicted traitor was
entitled to be sworn as a Benator? The clause of the Constitution
prescribing the gualifications of Senators and Representatives could
never have been intended to limit the power to make disqualifications
to hold those or any other offices a penalty for the commission of crime,
especially of treason.

Doubtless, he says, a law of Congress declaring that a person con-
victed of a particular offense should not hold office under the United

President, may I interrupt the
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States, and the decision of the courts sustaining such a law would
not preelude the Senate from admitting such a person to a seat
shonld it think proper, because the Senate fs the exclusive judge of
the elections, returns, and qualifications of its own Members., Yet
it .is hardly conceivable that the Senate ever would admit such a
person to be sworn; nor does the fact that Congress has not adopted
such a punishment for disloyalty or tresson prevent the Senate from
refusing to allow to be sworn as a Member a person believed by the
body to be guilty of those offenses or other Infamous crimes,

That one avowed traitor, a convicted felon, or a person known to
be disloyal to the Government has a constitutional right to be admitted
into the body would imply that the Senate had no power of protecting
itself—a power which, from the nature of things, must be inherent
In every legislative body. Suppose a Member sent to the Senate, hefore
being sworn, were to disturb the body and by violence interrupt its
proceedings, would the Senate be compelled to allow such a person
to be sworn as a Member of the body before it could cast him out?
Surely not, unless the Benate is unable to protect itself and preserve
its own order. The Constitution declares “that each House may
determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its Members for dis-
orderly bebavior, and with the concurrence of two-thirds expel a
Member.” '

The connection of the semtence in which the power of expulsion {s
given would indicate that it was intended to be exercised for some
act done as a Member and not for some cause existing before the
Member was elected or took his seat. For any crime or infamous act
done before that time the appropriate remedy would seem to be to
refuse to allow him to qualify, which, in the judgment of the under-
signed, the Senate may properly do, mot by way of adding to the
qualifications imposed by the Constitution but as punishment due to
his erlmes for the infamy of his character.

- I now come to a case which many Senators now present will
remember. I was not a Member of the Senate at that time,
though I think I was a Member of the House. I was intensely.
interested in the case. The applicant was a man who had
been my life-long friend. I knew him when I was a child. He
was one of the ablest and best men in this country, one of the
finest men who ever trod the ground in shoe leather. I refer
to the Hon. Frank P. Glass, of Alabama.

After the adoption of the seventeenth amendment, a vacancy
occurred in ome of the senatorships from Alabama. The
governor of that State, the Hon. Emmett O'Neal, appointed
Mr. Frank P. Glass as a Senator from Alabama. Mr. Glass
presented his eredentials, which were absolutely regular on
their face. He had all the qualifications provided in the
Constitution, and all the qualifications any other man could
probably have, because he was a wonderfully fine man. Yet
his credentials were referred to a committee, because of an
alleged vice in the power of the governor to appoint, and
by a majority of one vote, as I recall, he was not allowed
to take his seat. The case of Mr. Glass is directly in point
with the Illinois ease in every way. 1 always thought the
Senate made a mistake in not seating Mr. Glass.

I come now to another very famous case, and I see sitting
before me the distinguished Senator to whom I am about to
refer. It is the case of the Hon. ReEEp Smoot, one of the most
famous cases that was ever brought before the Senate. Sen-
ator Smoor was sworn in without objection, on the 5th day of
March, 1903, and it was said in the report in his case:

In cases where the credentials of a Senator consist of a certificate
of his due election from the executive of his State, he is entitled to
be sworn In, and that all questions relating to his qualifications should
be postponed and acted upon by the Senate afterwards.

That case was referred to a committee, elaborate hearings
were had, and a full report was made, in which it was held
that the distinguished Senator from Utah was not guilty of any
offense that had been charged against him and that he was
entitled to his seat here. That was in a case where there was
an election. It was not a case where one was appointed to
office, as is the case with Mr. Smith.

I take it that the only thing the Smoot case really decided
was that a vote of two-thirds was required to exclude a
Member. The resolution in that case was overwhelmingly
defeated. My recollection is the vote was 28 in favor of the
resolution and forfy-odd against it. That was one of the
very few exceptions that have been made to the general rule of
denying the right to take the oath and proceeding to investigate
and report. We all know Senator Smoor was entitled to his
seat.

The next case—and the last case, I believe—was that of Mr.
Nye, with which we are all familiar. Mr. NYE was appointed
by the Governmor of North Dakota. He had all the qualifica-
tions prescribed by the Constitution, and I believe Le had all
the gualifications that commonly should be found in a Senator
of the United States. There were three other Senators here
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from other States—one from Missouri, one from Massachusetts,
one from Indiana—holding like appointments under similar cir-
cumstances, and all of them had been admitted without any
objection of any sort. Buf when Mr, NYE came for some reason
his credentials were objected to, and it will be remembered that
they were referred to a committee, and Mr, Nye did not take
the oath., There was no formal action about it, but so much
opposition had arisen that Mr. Nye did not present himself for
the oath, and the committee that investigated reported against
Mr. NYE being seated. Yet the Senate, passing upon the merits
of the case, seated Mr. NyYE.

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield.

Mr. BLEASE. Was not the guestion involved in that case
that of the right of the governor to appoint?

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes; but it is a perfectly relevant case.
There is no distinction. Mr, Ny had all the qualifications
preseribed in the Constitution. The right of the governor to
appoint was in question there. In this case the guestion is
the right of the applicant to be seated. There is no possible
difference in principle between the procedure in the two cases,
Both are cases where the governor appointed. Both were
cases where the governor appoints.

Mr. President, the Constitution provides that no State with-
out its consent shall be deprived of its equal suffrage in the
Senate. That is the only provision of that kind in any con-
stitution, I suppose, that was ever made. The only way that
provision could be repealed would be by the unanimous con-
sent of every State in the Union. It ean not be repealed by
amendment. No State shall be deprived of its egual repre-
sentation in the Senate save by its own consent. I take it that
as long as one State does not consent, that provision ean not
be interfered with. ;

It is said that in some marvelous way this provision of the
Constitution is being violated in the present case. I deny it.
There is no violation of that provision. We are not denying
to Illinois her equal representation in the Senate. We are
merely saying, should we exclude Mr. SairH, that this man
who has been appointed has not the proper qualifications,
that he has been guilty of corruption in his own State, and that
he is not entitled to be seated. If the Henate votes that way,
immediately the Governor of Illinois has the right to appoint
another man. Illinois will not be deprived of her equal
representation in the Senate,

Mr, HEFLIN. Mr, President——

Mr. McKELLAR. I yield to the Senator from Alabama.

Mr. HEFLIN. If the Senator will permit me, the governor
in this case knew before he appointed Mr., SmiTH that there
was objection to him and that he probably would not be
aceeptable to the Senate.

Mr. McKELLAR. I saw fhat in the newspapers and I have
already referred to it. If it is so, it conneets this appointment
up absolutely with the primary and with the election itself.

Mr. President, under these circumstances I sincerely hope that
Mr. SmrrH will not come here. I hope he will think better
of it. I hope he will not present himself to take the oath of
office. It is always embarrassing to vote against anyone who
presents himself here to take the oath. It is always embar-
rassing for Senators to vote against a fellow Member or
against a man who has been elected fo be a fellow Member.
I hope he will save the Senate the embarrassment of voting
against him, but in my humble judgment there never was a
more important question that has arisen before this body.
If we seat Mr, SMITH and permit him to serve here as a Sen-
ator for however short a time, we will give notice to men
and women in every State in the Union, “If you have the
money to buy a seat in the United States Senate and are willing
to spend the money for its purchase, go ahead. The Senate
has no authority or desire to prevent such a purchaser from
taking his seat.” On the other hand, if the Senate rises up
to the full measure of its duty, as I believe it will should this
aquestion arise, it will be notice to every man and woman in
the country that there is one body in which a seat ecan not
be bought and then retained.

Not only that, but it will be notice to all those who are
likely to engage in fraund and corruption to come here that
they had better not commit it. It is a matter of vital im-
portance to the people of the Republic. Let us not make any
mistake about it. Let us vote our conscientious convictions
about it. This man has violated the law, admits in his own
testimony that he has violated the law, and it is the duty of
the Senate to exclude him and not permit him to take his
seat and not take the oath of office.

Mr. BLEABE. Mr. President, before the Senator takes his
seat, will he yield to me?
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tony{ir.lgchELLAR. I had finished, but I am perfectly willing
eld.

Mr. BLEASE. I noticed this morning and listened with a
great deal of inferest to a controversy between the Senator
from Tennessee, the Senator from Connecticut [Mr, BiNgman],
and the Senafor from Montana [Mr. Warsual. I would like
to ask the Senafor from Tennessee, if his argument holds good,
how any man who came from a State which seceded from the
Union could ever have become a Member of the Senate unless
he was born after the close of the Civil War and lived as a
citizen of his State for 30 years, not having participated in
what some people very erroneously and falsely call the rebellion.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, with all due and proper
respect to my esteemed friend from South Carolina, all those
questions have been settled so long ago that it seems to me
that it is not necessary to go into them here. I do not think
they are pertinent, and I hope he will excuse me.

Mr. BLEASE. I know the gquestion has been settled, but the
Senator’s argument to-day, in my opinion, would have excluded
from the Senate every man who took any part in the Civil War
on the part of the Southern States. At a proper time I shall
address myself to the Senate on that question.

Mr, McKELLAR. I shall be very glad to listen to the
Senator when he addresses the Senate. I do not think any
such eonclusion can be rightfully reached from my argument,

Mr. BLEASE., No man loved that cause better than I, nor
is truer to it.

Mr. McKELLAR. I shall be glad to listen to the Senator,
but it does not seem to me the question is pertinent.

Mr. BLEASE. I knew my friend could not answer.

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. BORAH. I move that the Senate proceed to the con-
sideration of executive business,

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President— t

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jonxes of Washington in
the chair). Does the SBenator from Idaho yield to the Senator
from Oregon?

Mr. BORAH. 1 yield to the Senator. I did not know he was
in the Chamber,

Mr. McNARY. I hope the Senator will let us proceed with
the Agricultural Department appropriation bill,

Mr. BORAH. 1 did not see the Senator in the Chamber when
I submitted my motion. If the Senator wishes to proceed with
the appropriation bill, I have no objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the
Senator from Idaho to withdraw his motion?
_ Mr, BORAH, I withdraw the motion.

AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H, R. 15008) making appropriations for
the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1928, and for other purposes. f

Mr, McNARY. Mr, President, may I submit just one obser-
vation?

Since making a survey of the activities of this department
the Burean of the Budget fixed the sum of $133.000,000, in
round figures, as necessary to carry on the activities of the
department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928. This in-
cludes, of course, the practical activities of the department as
well as the surveys of the forests and the construction of roads
in cooperation with the States and the construction of forest
roads in national forests.

The House appropriated $128,000,000 to carry on the work.
When the bill reached the Senate it was referred to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and that committee has added $201,000
to the amount carried in the House bill. I am pleased to
report at this time that the amount earried in the bill as
reported from the Senate Committee on Appropriations is
$4,500,000 less than the estimate of the Director of the Budget.

I ask that the clerk proceed with the reading of the bill.

Mr. KING. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon
yield to the Senator from Utah?

Mr. McNARY. 1 yield.

Mr. KING. May I inquire of the Senator whether there is
any item in the bill providing that the Agricultural Department
may send representatives abroad who are attempted to be
clothed with the power of the State Department, much as are
the representatives of the Department of Commerce? It has
become fashionable now for every department of the Govern-
ment to have commercial attachés and business attachés and
other attachés abroad, all of whom are trying to get under
the coat tails of the State Department. I was wondering if
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that pernicious practlce has fastened itself npon the Depart-
ment of Agriculture and whether this bill perpetuates it.

Mr. McNARY. No. There is, however, a bill on the calendar
which would authorize attachés of the Department of Commerce
to cooperate with the Department of Agriculture in the pro-
motion of foreign trade.

In this bill, however, to be quite fair to the Senator from
Utah, there is an item which provides for an exploration party
or a party of experts to go into China, Manchuria, Korea, and
other Asiatic countries and attempt to locate or discover chest-
nut trees which are immune from blight. That appropriation
is in the sum of $40,000. It does not obtain as to any other
activity of the Department of Agriculture. I thought it fair

_ to make this statemwent to the Senator from Utah. While the
general scope of his question does not include such an explora-
tion, it is the assignment of a party to go abroad for, we think,
a useful purpose.

IMPORTATION OF MILK

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, will the: Senator fmm Ore-
gon yield to me? -

Mr. McNARY. Very gladly.

Mr. LENROOT. 1 wonder if the Senator would yield to
enable me to make a request for unanimous consent to consider
the bill providing for the importation of foreign milk, with the
understanding that I shall not press it if it leads to debate?
It is a measure of importance, as the Senator from Oregon
recognizes.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas.
of the bill?

Mr. LENROOT, It is Order of Business 1245.

Mr. McNARY. Does the Senator desire me to request that
the Agricultural Department appropriation bill shall be tem—
porarily laid aside?

Mr. LENROOT. Yes; but I shall not press it if there is
objection. It is the bill known as the milk importation bill,

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Before unanimous consent is
given for the consideration 'of the bill I suggest that the
Senate be given an explanation of the provisions of the bill,
so that we may know whether we care to take it up out of its
order.

Mr. MoNARY. The secretary of the Senator from Massa-
chusetts [Mr, WaLsH] notifies me that that Senator wants to
be present when the milk bill is called up. For that reason I
snggest the absence of a gquorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Sena-
tors answered to their names:
Ashurst Fess

What is the calendar number

Sackett

Bayard Frazier MeKellar Sheppard
Bingham George McMaster Shipstead
Blease Gerry MeN Shortridge
Borah - Gillette Mayfield Smoot
Broussard Glass Metealf Steck

Bruce T Neely Stephens
Cameron Gooding Norbeck Stewart
Capper Gould Norris Swanson
Caraway - Hale Nye son
Copeland Harris die adsworth
Couzens Hawes Overman Walsh, Mass.
Curtis Heflin Pepper Walsh, Mont.
Dale Howell Phipps Wnrren
Deneen Johnson Pine Watson

bill Jones. N. Mex. Pittman Wheeler
FEdge Jones, Wash, Ransdell Willis
Edwards Kendrick Reed, Pa.

Erunst Keyes Robinson, Ark.

Ferris King Robinson, Ind.

Mr. NORRIS. I desire to announce that the junior Senator
from Wisconsin [Mr. La ForLrLerTE] is absent on account of ill-

ness.

The PRESIDING OFFICER.- Seventy-seven Senators hav-
ing answered to their names a quorum is presenf, The Sen-
ator from Wisconsin [Mr, LExroor] has asked unanimous con-
sent for the immediate consideration of House bill 11768,

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Before consent for the con-
sideration of the bill is granted T should like to have the Sena-
tor from Wisconsin make a statement explaining the provisions
and purposes of the bill.

Mr. LENROOT. If the Senator from Oregon will yield for
that purpose, I shall be glad to do so.

Mr. McNARY. I yield to the Senator from Wisconsin for
that purpose,

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, the bill for which I have
asked consideration passed the House of Representatives at the
last session. A similar bill was introduced by me early in the
last session and extended hearings were then held by the Sen-
ate committee. The purpose of the bill is to regulate the im-
portation of milk and cream from foreign countries, applying
to such milk and cream practically the same health standards
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ti_h;th are now required by the State Board of Health of New

More and more, Mr. President, the large cities, very properly,
in the interest of public health, and many States also, have
required most rigid sanitary conditions in the production of
milk; they have required the milk to conform to certain tests
as to bacteria content, temperature, scoring, and tuberculosis,
At present, from an economic standpoint as well as from a
health standpoint, the dairy farmers of the United States are
practically compelled to adopt those sanitary regulations,
whereas none are required as to milk coming from Canada.

Mr, ROBINSON of Arkansas. Are there no regulations or
other restrictions in force as to milk imported from foreign
countries?

Mr. LENROOT. There are now none whatever. We have
regulations or laws relating to diseased cattle, and matters of
that kind, but we have none as to milk.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Are the regulations which
this bill contemplate the same as those whi¢h relate to do-
mestie milk?

Mr. LENROOT. Of course, each State has its own regula-
tions, but this bill adopts in general the standards required
by the State Board of Health of the State of New York., The
Senator from New York [Mr. CoreErann], who, as the Senator
from Arkansas knows, was at one time the commissioner of
public health of the city of New York, has been very active
and instrumental in shaping up this bill, and I am sure he
will be glad to give to the Senator from Arkansas assurance
of the correctness of the statement I have just made.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I shall be very glad to have
a statement from the Senator from New York as fo whether
he has investigated the subject matter of the hiu and whether
or not it meets his approval.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, if the Benator from Oregon
[Mr. McNary] will permit, T will state that this bill requires
that milk now shipped into New York State and various New
England States bordering on Canada shall conform to the
high standards required for health purposes in the State of
New York. The milk covered by the provisions of the bill
is'not a large quantity, being about 60,000 quarts a day, where-
as the consumption in New York City is 3,000,000 guarts a day.
However, it breaks down the health standards as to milk in
New York to have low standard milk brought in, milk of high
bacteria count, which is liable to lead to diarrhea and other
diseases. So, in order that the cities and communities in New
York and New England, receiving Canadian milk, may have
the same protection as regards milk from Canada as they have
for milk from our own States, we are asking for the passage
of this bill, which, I think, is a very proper bill

Mr, ROBINSON of Arkansas. The statements made by the
Senator from Wisconsin and the Senator from New York con-
vince me that the provisions of the bill are fair, and I have
no objection to its consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the im-
mediate consideration of the bill?

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I am not going to object, but
I wish to ask the Senator from New York a question. Will
the effect of the bill, if it shall become a law, be fo increase
the price of the domestie product? Is it not, in other words,
a bill in the interest of the milk monopoly in the United States?

Mr, COPELAND, No; as the Senator will realize, the
amount of milk imported, compared with the total consump-
tion from our own farms, is so infinitesimal that it has no
relation whatever to the guestion of the price.

AMr. KING. The Senator does not mean to imply that the
bill relates only to New York?

Mr. COPELAND. Oh, no.

Mr. KING. It is national in scope?

Mr. COPELAND. It is.

Mr, KING. And is offered as a sort of bulwark against the
importation of milk from other countries?

Mr. COPELAND. No:; on the contrary, the Health Com-
missioner of New York City is extremely anxions that the
imported milk shall come in, but in deoing so it must conform to
the hygienie standards to which our own milk conforms. The
bill can have no possible effect upon the price of milk,

Mr. KING. Can not the State itself handle the matter?

Mr. COPELAND.. Yes; or the city of New York could han-
dle the matter; that is very frue; but the city wants this
bill. The city of New York gets milk from several i States
as well as from the Dominion of Canada. Good milk can not be
conveyed enormous distances because it sours guickly. Cream
can come and does come into New York from as far as Min-
nesota, but there must be in the vicinity of New York as
large a “milk shed,” as we call it, as possible; and we are
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anxious to have milk from Canada, but we do not want
the milk from Canada to come in as contaminated or im-
fected milk while we are seeking all the time to raise the
standard, in order that the death rate may be kept down.

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, I merely wish to say, in fur-
ther reply to the Senator from Utah [Mr. Kine] that I think
the answers given by the Senator from New York are entirely
correct. It is a mafter in which not only New York is inter-
ested but all the great milk consuming populations anywhere
near the border. The desire for the passage of this bill comes
not particularly from the dairy interests but from the health
authorities of different communities that are involved. I
think it is a very wise measure and ought to be passed.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I object to
the present consideration of the bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. The con-
sideration of the Agricultural Department appropriation bill
will be resumed,

AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
gideration of the bill (H. R. 15008) making appropriations
for the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending
June 30,-1928, and for other purposes. =

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill, the last item
read being on page 2, beginning with line 1, under the heading
“ Office of the Secretary—salaries,” as follows:

OFFICE OF THE BECEETARY

SALARIES

For Secretary of Agricnlture, $15,000; Assistant Secretary and other
personal services in the District of Columbia, including $7,294 for
extra labor and emergency employments, in accordance with the classi-
fication act of 1923, and for personal services in the fleld, $842,000.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should like to direct attention
to the item which has just been read, as follows:

including $7,204 for extra labor and emergency employ-
mentg, in accordance with the classifieation act of 1923, and for per-
sonal services in the field, $642,000.

My recollection is that a number of years ago an item simi-
lar to this, although perhaps not so large in amount, was car-
ried on one or more bills, and an explanation was then made,
as I now recall, to the effect that the appropriation was only
temporary in character and would soon or within a reasonable
time not be required. I inquire whether or not this Is for the
purpose of giving employment to a large number of people not
under the classified service, and why this appropriation should
be continued?

Mr. McNARY. This appropriation, let me respond fo the
able Senator from Utah, has been carried on all agricultural
appropriation bills since my connection with them during the
last five years. There are some experts who are not carried
under the classification act; there is some emergency work
which is necessary to do—for instance, in the Senator’s own
State, when there is an outbreak of forest fires. There are
also emergencies arising from the white-pine blister rust,
curly leaf affecting beets, an unusual number of leaf hoppers
destroying vegetation, and the alfalfa weevil So it becomes
essential at times that the department may have a certain
liquidity in its resources and personnel so that it may place
in the field those who can perform the work in order to save
a crop or a community from disaster. It is for that reason
that this item has been carried, and the question has never
arisen heretofore in the House or on the floor of the Senate
since my connection with the bill. The item makes provision
for meeting great emergencies and is most applicable to the
Senator’s own State, many of the other Western States, and
many of the Southern and Eastern States.

. A few years ago we had an outcropping of the Japanese
beetle in the East; we have had the cattle tick in the South;
we have had emergency work in connection with the ravages
of the boll weevil in the cotton States of the South; we have
had to combat the white-pine blister rust in New England
States; we have had to undertake the eradication of tubercu-
losis and the destruction of barberry bushes in order to pre-
vent the spread of rust in the wheat section; we have had
the pine beetle in the West, the alfalfa weevil, the leaf hop-
per, and =0 on; in fact, there are so many things I can not
now enumerate them all, but I have attempted to point out the
reasons, and specific reasons, why it is necessary to carry this
appropriation in this manner and fashion and in this language.

Mr, KING. Mr. President, I am very glad to have the ex-
planation, and there would seem to be justification for what
might be called a contingent fund to meet the conditions to
which the Senator has referred; but my recollection is that
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in 1918 or 1919 attention was challenged to this appropria-
tion and, as I recall, it was explained that it was temporary
and, with the large appropriations which were made for the
various purposes which the Senator has enumerated, the day
would soon come when there would be no necessity for carry-
ing this large general appropriation.

I should like to ask the Senator, however, what portion of
this sum is used for so-called scientific help and what is the
maximum salary paid to these so-called scientific employees.

Mr. McNARY. Six thousand dollars is the maximum salary
paid. Some of the work is research, some is scientific, and some
is demonstration work in the field. The proportions allocated
to these three activities vary with the years and with the
seasons. I could not tell the Senator; it would require the
power of prophecy for me to attempt to allocate these funds
for the fiscal year 1928,

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from
Oregon a question regarding this item? Does it include investi-
gations for the various other pine-beetle pests and the spruce
bud worm, for instance?

Mr. McNARY. This particular item might not meet the
emergency situation; but there are items in the bill that cover
the matters to which the Senator now alludes, carried under
the distinet specifications,

Mr, ODDIE. Mr. President, I understand from authority,
of experts in the department that over $100,000,000 worth of
standing timber is destroyed every year by these various forest
insect pests. This destruction is increasing each year, and I
consider the amount carried in this bill little enough when it
contemplates the expenditure of money for salaries for scien-,
tific investigations of this horrible curse that is afflicting this
country. We ought to have more money than is appropriated
in this bill for this highly important work. '

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will continue
the reading of the bill

The reading of the bill was resumed.

The first amendment of the Committee on Appropriations
was, under the subhead, * Office of Experiment Stations—
Salaries and general expenses,” on page 8, line 12, after the -
word “expenses,” to strike out *§$234820" and insert
“ $237,640," and in line 15, after the name * United States,”
to strike out * $22,180" and insert * $25,000,"” so as to read:

To enable the Becretary of Agriculture to establish and maintain
agricultural experiment staotions in Alaska, Hawali, Porto Rico, the
island of Gunam, and the Virgin Islands of the United States, includ-
ing the erection of buildings, the preparation, illustration, and distribu-
tion of reports and bulletins, and all other necessary expenses, $237,640,
as follows: Alaska, $76,240; Hawail, $54,940; Porto Rico, $56,460;
Guam, $25,000; and the Virgin Islands of the United States, $25.000;
and the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to sell such products as
are obtained on the land belonging to the agricultural experiment sta-
tions in Alaska, Hawaii, Porto Rico, the island of Guam, and the
Virgin Islands of the United States, and the amount obtained from the
sale thereof shall be covered into the Treasury of the United States as
miscellaneous receipts.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 9, at the end of line 1, fo
change the total appropriation for the Office of Experiment
Stations from $3,719,386 to $3,722,206.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, may I inquire of the Senator, for
information, whether the item just read comprises the appro-
priations made for the various agricultural schools throughout
the Union or for the experiment stations which are a part of
some of the agricultural colleges?

Mr. MoNARY. I will state to the Senator from Utah that
it carries appropriations under the Lever Act, the Adams Act,
and the Purnell Aet, which provides for experimental work
in the various agricultural schools throughout the States of
the Union. That is the aggregate sum of those.three bills,
and that is the aggregate help that the Government is giving
for purposes of this character.

Mt. KING. As I understand, the bills to which the Senator
has just referred carry a cerfain amount each year.

Mr. McNARY. Yes.

Mr. KING. It is a continuing appropriation?

Mr. McNARY. Yes,

Mr. KING. And this does not augment the general appro-
priation authorized heretofore by general act of Congress?

Mr. McNARY. Not at all. The first of these bills was the
Adams Act, approved March 16, 1906. The Smith-Lever Act
was approved May 8, 1914. At that time it carried an appro-
priation of $480,000, which was subsequently increased to
$720,000. On February 24, 1925, what is known as the Purnell
Act became a law.. It carried an additional sum. All of these
sums are included in this amount and have been heretofore
authorized by legislation enacted by the Congress.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations
was, under the subhead “Extension Service—Salaries and
general " on page 11, line 2, to strike out “ $103,300"
and insert “ $108,045,” so as to make the paragraph read:

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to make suitable agricul-
tural exhibits at State, Interstate, and international fairs beld within
the United States; for the purchase of necessary supplies and equip-
ment; for telephone and telegraph service, freight and express
charges; for travel, and for every other expense necessary, ineluding
the employment of assistance in or outside the city of Washington,
$108,045,

- The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 11, line 3, after the word
% Service,” to strike out “ $2,877,480" and insert “ $2,882,225"
and in line 4, after the word “exceed,” to strike out * $400.-
000" and insert “$402.000," so as to make the paragraph
read :

Total, Extension Service, §2,882,225, of which amount'not to exceed
'$402,000 may be espended for personal services in the District of

Columbia.

The amendment was agreed to. i

The next amendment was, on page 11, line 7, to change
‘the grand total appropriation for the office of the Secretary
of Agriculture from $8867,412 to $8,874,977.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the heading of “ Weather
 Bureau, salaries and general expenses,” on page 14, line 2,
to-strike out “$1,822,000" and insert *$1,928544," so as to
read: f

For necessary expenses outside of the city of Washington ineident
|to eollecting and disseminating meteorological, elimatological, and
| marine information, and for investigations in meteorology, climatol-
| ogy, seismology, evaporation, and aerology, $1,028,544.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 14, line 10, to change the
total appropriation for the Weather Burean from $2,641,000 to
- $2,647, 544,

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr., COPELAND. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator in
charge of the bill about the item on line 7, page 17, the pay-
‘ment of indemnities for the destruction of tubercular cattle?
\Is this amount more or less than last year?

Mr. McNARY. It is more than $1,250,000 over the amount
carried in the current appropriation. It has nmow reached a
total of nearly $6,000,000, which was the aim and goal of the
' distinguished Senator from New York during the hearing last
year.

Mr. COPELAND. I thank the Senator, because I consider it
a very important work. ;

Mr. KING. Mr. President, before that item is passed may I
have the attention of the learned Senator? Undoubtedly his
committee has received some complaints—I know I have re-
ceived many—relative to the administration of the provisions
of the existing law concerning the destruction of alleged tuber-
cular cattle. The Senator will recall that when the Agricul-
tural bill was under consideration a year ago the Senator from
Virginia [Mr. Grass] indulged in a very caustic criticism of
the Department of Agriculture for the manner in which it
administered this provision of the law, contending, as I reeall,
that most incompetent men had been employed, and that many
cattle had been killed, alleged to be tubercular, which were not,
thus involving the United States in a good deal of expense., I
gshould like to ask the Senator if the committee has made an
investigation with a view to determining whether these nu-
merous charges are justified and whether the department is
acting with prudence and with economy, and whether efficient
men are employed in this work.

1 will say that when I was in California a year ago, and
more recently, many complaints were made that animals worth
thousands of dollars had been killed that were not affected in
any way; and quite serious charges were preferred against the
administration of the act because of the alleged prejudice and
gross incompetency of those representing the Agricnltural
Department.

Mr. MoNARY. Mr. President, the Senator from TUtah is
better advised than the chairman of the subcommittee. I can
assure the Senator, in connection with the complaint made last
year by the distinguished Senator from Virgihia about the one
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incompetent, that that one incompetent is not now in the serv-
ice. Consequently I think I may say that the serviee is 100
per cent good. I have never received a letter of criticism, !
local eriticism, or a suggestion in this connection from anyone
save the distinguished Senator from Utah. Perhaps he has
given the matter personal investigation; but I do believe, upon
the basis of all the hearings that have been had upon this
important item, that it is being administered efficiently and
conformably to the statute, and in a way that has brought joy
and pleasure to the cattle industry of the country.

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Oregon
yield to the Senator from Maryland?

Mr. McNARY. I do.

Mr. BRUCE. I will say to the Senator, however, that at;
the last session of Congress I obtained damages for the loss
of a very considerable number of cattle killed by confessed
incompetency on the part of agents of the Agrienltural De-
partment. The bill was actually passed by Congress, and the
money paid to the claimants.

Mr. McNARY. I suspect that may be true. I have no doubt
of it; but the head of the Bureau of Animal Industry, Doctor
Mohler, in whom I have a world of confidence, testified—and '
there was never any evidence to the contrary—that in from 96
to 98 per cent of the eases the department was corréct in its
analyses. Of course, errors creep in once in a while, as all of '
us are subject to human imperfections.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will continue
the reading of the bill.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations
was, under the heading of “ Bureau of Animal Industry—
Salaries and general expenses” on page 19, line 17, after the
word “expenses,” to strike out “$429170" and insert
“$434,170," and in line 18, after the word “appropriated,” to
strike out “$72,950" and insert * $77,950,” so as to read:

For all necessary expenses for Investigations and experiments jn
animal husbandry; for experiments in animal feeding and breeding,
ineluding cooperation with the State agricultural experiment stations,
including repairs and additions to and erection of buildings absolutely
necessary te carry on the experiments, including the employment of
labor in the city of Washington and elsewhere, rent outside of the
District of Columbia, and all other necessary expenses, $434,170:
Provided, That of the sum thus appropriated $77,950 may be used
for experiments in ponltry feeding and breeding.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 2, to insert:
“In all, salaries and general expenses, $8,602,860."

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 21, at the end of line 13, to
change the total appropriation for the Burean of Animal Indus-
try from $10,658,970 to $10,663,970.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the heading of “ Bureau of
Dairy Industry—Salaries and general expenses,” on page 21,
line 28, after the word “buildings,” to insert “ and not exceed-
ing §7,600 for construction of buildings,” so as to read:

For carrying out the provisions of the act approved May 29, 1924,
establishing a Bureau of Dairying, for salaries in the city of Washing-
ton and elsewhere, and for all other necessary expenses, including
repairs and additions to buildings and not exceeding $7,600 for econ-
struction of buildings absolutely necessary to carry on the experiments
herein authorized, as follows:

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 22, at the end of line 7, to
strike ont * $420,494 ” and insert “ $442194," so as to read:

For conducting investigations, experiments, and demonstrations in
dairy industry, cooperative investigations of the dairy industry in the
various States, and inspection of renovated butter factories, $442,104.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 22 after line T, to insert:

In all, salaries and general expenses, §504,494.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 22, line 16, after the word
“ Industry,” to strike out “ $495,094” and insert “ $516,704,"
and in line 17, after the word “exceed,” to strike out
« 956,000 " and insert “ $264,000,” so as to read:

Total, Burean of Dairy Industry, $518,704, of which amount not to;
exceed $264,000 may be expended for personal services in the Distriet
of Columbia.

The amendment was agreed fo.
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The next amendment was, under the heading * Bureau of
Plant Industries—Salaries and general expenses,” on
line 18, after the word * discovered,” to strike out “ $131,160"
and insert “ $164,255,” so as to read:

For the investigation of diseases of forest and ornamental trees and
shrubs, including a study of the nature and habits of the parasitic
fungi causing the chestnui-tree bark disease, the white-pine blister
rust, and other epidemic tree diseases, for the purpose of discovering
new methods of control and applying methods of eradication or eon-
trol already discovered, $164,255, of which sum not more than $10,000
may be expended for the employment of pathologists in connection with
forest experiment stations.

The amendment was agreed fo,
The next amendment was, on page 29, at the end of line T,
to strike out “$192,260" and insert “ $197,660," so as to read:

For the investigation and improvement of fruits, and the methods
of fruit growing, harvesting, handling, and studies of the physiological
and related changes of fruits and vegetables during the processes of
marketing and while in commercial storage, $197,660,

The amendment was agreed fo.

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 24, after the word
“ Industry,” to strike out “ $£3,931,585 " and insert “ $3,969,680,”
and at the end of line 25, to strike out * $1,393,800 " and insert
“ $1,397,800," so as to read:

Total, Dureau of Plant Industry, $3,0689,680, of which amount not
to exceed $1,307,800 may be expended for personal services in the
District of Columbia.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the heading of * Forest
Service—Salaries and general expenses,” on page 36, at the
end of line 21, to strike out “ $490,264” and insert “ $530,264,"”
80 as to read:

For investigations of methods for wood distillation and for the
preservative treatment of timber, for timber testing, and the testing
of such woods as may require test to ascertain if they be suitable for
making paper, for investigations and tests within the United States
of foreign woods of commercial importance to industries in the United
States, and for other investigations and experiments to promote
economy in the use of forest and fiber products, and for commercial
demonstrations of improved methods or processes, in cooperation with
individuals and companies, $530,264.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 37, line 15, after the word
o land,‘i' to strike out * $332,000" and insert “ $342,000,” so as
to read:

For silvicultural, dendrological, and other experiments and investiga-
tions, independently or in cooperation with other branches of the Federal
Government, with States, and with individuals, to determine the best
methods for the conservative management of forest and forest land,
$342,000, of which amount not to exeeed £60,000 shall be immediately
available for the establishment of forest experiment stations as provided
in the act entitled “An act to authorize the establishment and mainte-
nance of a forest experiment station in the Ohio and Mississippt
Valleys,” approved July 3, 1928, and as provided in the act entitled “An
act for the establishment and maintenance of a forest experiment station
in Pennsylvania and the neighboring States,” approved July 3, 1926:

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 39, line 7, to change the
total appropriations for the Forest Service from $£8,590,834 to
$8.640,834.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 42, line 20, after the word
“exceed,” to strike out ** $879,294 " and to insert “ $887,204,” so
as to read:

Total, Bureau of Chemistry and Soils, §1,115,0056, of which amount
not to exceed $887,294 may be expended for personal services in the
Distrlet of Columbia.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the heading of *“ Burean of
Entomology—=Salaries and general expenses,” on page 43, at the
end of line 18, to increase the appropriation for investigations
of insects affecting deciduouns fruits, orchards, vineyards, and
nuts, from $124,980 to $130,980.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 44, at the end of line 11,
to strike out “ $186,480 " and insert “ $196,480,” so as to read:

For investigations of insects affecting truck crops, including insects
and wireworms affecting the potato, sugar beet, cabbage, onion, tomato,
beans, peas, ete., and insects affecting stored products, $196,480,

The amendment was agreed to.
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The next amendment was, on page 44, after line 22, to insert:
In all, salaries and general expenses, $1,225,645.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 47, line 10, to change the
total appropriation for the Bureau of Entomology from
$3,062,265 to $3,078,265.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the heading of “ Bureau of
Biological Survey—Salaries and general expenses,” on page 48,
at the end of line 7, to strike out “$534,000" and insert
“ $72,000,” so as to read:

For the maintenance of the Montana National Bison Range and
other reservations and for the maintenance of game introduced into
guitable localities on public lands, under supervision of the Biological
Burvey. including construction of fencing, wardens' quarters, shelters
for animals, landings, roads, tralfls, bridges, ditches, telephone lines,
rockwork, bulkheads, and other improvemenfs necessary for the eco-
nomical administration and protection of the reservations, and for
the enforcement of section B4 of the act approved March 4, 1909, en-
titled “An act to codify, revise, and amend the penal laws of the
United States,” §$72,000.

The amendment was agreed to.
The next amendment was, on page 49, after line 20, to insert:

In all, salaries and general expenses, $1,005,020.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 50, at the end of line 17,
to change the total appropriation for the Bureau of Biological
Survey from $1,017,020 to $1,035,020.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the heading of “ Bureau of
Agricultural Economics—Salaries and general expenses,” on
page 54, line 16, to strike out *“ $571,780 " and insert * $596,780,"
S0 as to read:

For acquiring and diffusing among the people of the United States
useful information on subjects connected with the marketing, handling,
utilization, grading, transportation, and distributing of farm and non-
manufactured food products and the purchasing of farm supplies, in-
cluding the demonstration and promotion of the use of uniform stand-
ards of classification of American farm products throughout the world,
independently and in cooperation with other branches of the depart-
ment, State agencies, purchasing and consuming organizations, and
persons engaged in the marketing, handling, utilization, grading, trans-
portation, and distributing of farm and food products, and for investiga-
tion of the economic costs of retail marketing of meat and meat
products, $506,780.

Mr. KING, Mr. President, may T inquire of the Senator from
Oregon what useful information the Agricultural Department
is supposed to diffuse among the people of the United States
with the appropriation of more than half a million dollars
carried in the item just read?

Mr. McNARY. The amendment just read provides an in-
crease of $25,000, to be applied to determining new uses for
which cotton and cotton products might be put. Is that the
item to which reference is made?

Mr. KING. T caught the words as they were read by the
clerk “for the diffusion of useful information.” The provision
is found on page 54, commencing with line 3:

For acquiring and diffusing among the people of the United States
useful information on subjects connected with the marketing, handling,
utilization, grading, transportation—

And so forth! I was just wondering in what form the
information was furnished and how it was distributed. Five
hundred and ninety-six thousand seven hundred and eighty
dollars is proposed to be appropriated for that purpose.

Mr. McNARY. The reports of the research work, through
laboratory investigations, are sent out through the mails, in
circulars and pamphlets, to the people of the country generally
making inquires, and are also distributed through the medium
of Members of Congress. The money appropriated by the
Federal Government in aid of experimental stations connected
with the State colleges also results in the dissemination of
useful information, as is the case with broadcasting by way of
radio. But this particular item was increased $25,000 by the
Senate committee at the suggestion of the senior Senator from
Georgia [Mr, Harris], to provide for the discovery, if possible,
of new uses to which cotton might be put. The cotton industry
is in a deplorable shape, as the Senator from Utah knows,

Mr. MAYFIELD. Mr. President, I have an amendment,
which I shall offer when the commitiee amendments shall have
been concluded, to amend the bill after the word “ world,” on
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-line 9, amplifying the paragraph with reference to mew uses

of cotton. :

Mr. McNARY. Continuing, Mr. President, as a result of the
very able statement made by the Senator from Georgia and the
statements of other Senators, and from the study the committee
made of the cotton depression, and the great production of cot-
ton over and above domestic needs, it was thought by the com-
mittee that new uses might be found whereby the surplus of
this year and the years to follow may be taken up and ab-
sgorbed. That wag thought to be a highly important research
work, and the committee was so impressed by the statements
made by the able Senators that it added $25,000 to the House
appropriation.

Mr, McKELLAR. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from
Utah will not oppose this amendment, because there is a great
depression in the eotton market, and the amendment ought fo
be adopted. The present condition of the cotton market is such
that new uses for cotton ought to be found, and it seems to me
this is the best way to go about discovering new uses. It was
tlie unanimous opinion of the committee that this should be
done, our northern friends taking the same view taken by the
southern Senators,

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should not have the temerity or
audacity to oppose any appropriation brought to the floor of the
“Senate by the Committee on Agriculture, no matter how much
it might be increased over the appropriation which passed the
House, I know how foolish it is to oppose any appropriation
on any subject, at any time, either in the House or in the Sen-
ate, Our function here is to levy taxes, and then spend the
money accruing from the collection of taxes as rapidly as we
can, and if there should be any surplus in the Treasury, to get
rid of it at the earliest possible moment.

Mr. OVERMAN, Mr, President, will the Senator yield
to me?

Mr. KING. I yield.

Mr. OVERMAN. If the Senator will examine the report of

the committee, he will find that Congress, instead of the Presi-
dent, has been very economical, in that we have decreased the
appropriations recommended by the Budget by $4,000,000.

Mr. KING. I wish to observe that notwithstanding the dis-
pesition of Congress to be prodigal in its expenditures it really
sets an example of economy measured by the congenital exuber-
ance of those who belong to the executive departments of the
Government. We talk a great deal about the extravagance of
Congress, and it is extravagance. We appropriate millions
and hundreds of millions of dollars in my opinion unwisely
and improvidently. But conceding all that, I think a calm
and dispassionate review of appropriation bills during the past
25 or 30 years, and I shall not go back further than that, will
reveal the fact that the Hounse of Representatives and the
Senate have appropriated less than has been recommended and
too often demanded by the executive departments of the Gov-
ernment.

There is no Hmit to the rapacity, if I may use a rather
harsh term—perhaps I should change it to the voracity—of
executive departments and instrumentalities. As soon as a
deparitment gets its feet solidly upon the ground and is in-
trenched by statute, then, like the development of cells, one
cell giving birth to another and that to another ad infinitum,
the department gives birth to bureaus and subbureaus and
agencies and other departmental organizations, each one of
which must have a head, each one of which must have elerks and
all the paraphernalia attending a big Federal executive or-
ganization.

So some of these little organizations that®started out with
£100,000 or $200,000 appropriations, for instance, like the
Bureau of Mines or the Biological Burean or the Bureau of
Soils, and many of the others that could be mentioned, will
soon become so powerful that they will want millions of dollars
annually, and get what they want. Able Senators like the
Benator from Nevada [Mr. Oppie], who just addressed the
Senate, say we ought to give them more. Instead of repressing
them, as we should, some Senators—and I do not say this by
way of criticism—want to give more than is provided by the
bills reported by the committees,

The pending bill is an exemplification of the evils of the
paternalistic and bureaucratic system. I recall that when I
was & Member of the House, a number of years ago, the chair-
man of the Committee on Agriculture was the father of the
able Senator from New York [Mr. WapsworTH]. Appropria-
tions then given to the Department of Agriculture were be-
tween $3,000,000 and $4,000,000. During the war those ap-
propriations were increased to approximately $50,000,000. It
was declared then by the proponents of such measures that
as soon as peace came we would get back to a rational basis.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

JANUARY 4

We all remember the vigorous assault which was made upon
some of the Agricultural appropriation bills by the late Senator
from Minnesota, Knute Nelson, whose death we all so much
deplore. He took up many of the items and showed their in-
terference with private activities, showed that a Federal
bureau had become a sori of godfather, and a fairy god-.
father it was, to men and women in all parts of the United,
States; that men and women, particularly women, were em-
ployed to go out to teach the housewives how to use butter-
milk, as if the farmers and dairymen of the United States
did not know what buttermilk was or the uses to which it
could be put.

The pending bill reveals a parental care that would put to
shame the soviet or Bolshevik parentalism of Russia. We
soon are to have a Federal official in a bureau or agency now
created—and if not we will create one—for every activity
of every individual. He will tell us when to wash our faces,
how to clean our teeth, how to comb our hair, what kind of
clothes we should wear, how we shall determine the tempera-
ture. For every conceivable and inconeeivable mutation of
life we will have the beneficial and blessed care of some fune-
tionary of the Government, But let the merry dance go on.,
We are on the highway to bureaucracy. Let bureaucracy be
crowned king and make the appropriations as much as may
be desired, and then regret that they have not demanded more.

Mr. BORAH obtained the floor.

Mr. SMOOT. Will the Senator from Idaho yield to me for a
moment ?

Mr. BORAH. I yjeld.

Mr. SMOOT, Mr. President, I have heard it stated so many
times on the floor of the Senate that an appropriation bill car-
ries a less amount of money than the Budget has estimated for,
that I feel I should make a statement. Let us take the bill
now before the Senate. It demonstrates that the point is not
well taken. In the item for fighting fires in the Western States,
we cut the estimate down materially, Why? Because it was
stated that if the fires occurred and the expense was incurred
they could come here and get a deficiency appropriation.

That happens with reference to most of the appropriation
bills. Senators do not figure to the time when deficiency ap-
propriations will have to be made, and thus see whether the
total appropriations, including both the deficiency and the regu-
lar appropriations, amount to less than was estimated for by
the Budget. They take each individual bill as it comes in and
never fake into consideration the amount of appropriations
covered in the deficiency bills. When the appropriations made
in the deficiency bills are added to those made in the regular
appropriation bills, then the claim that Congress is very saving
in appropriations falls to the ground.

Mr. OVERMAN. The deficiency bills show the estimates
every time.

Mr. SMOOT. I know they show the estimates, because of
the fact that when they were estimated for in the first place,
they were not appropriated for in full. I have not any doubt
but what fighting forest fires will take more money by $100,000
than is carried in the present bill. We deliberately cut the
item down because we said if there should be such a thing as
no forest fires to require the amount of money we may have
appropriated, then we will not spend that money and it will
go back into the Treasury of the United States. Every year
there has been more money spent for fighting forest fires than
we provided for, and every year there has been a deficiency
appropriation for the purpose.

I thank the Senator from Idaho for yielding to me.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, will the Senator from Idaho
yield to me a moment?

Mr. BORAH. Certainly.

Mr, McNARY. The remarks of the Senator from TUtah

amuse me greatly. He may be ashamed of the Congress
which he serves, but I am not. I stand here and repeat
that the amount of money carried in the Agricultural Depart-
ment appropriation bill is under the estimate of the Director
of the Budget. I am prepared to say further that every such
bill, since I have been in charge of them in the last five
years, has carried less than the estimate of the Budget. I
am prepared to say further that as to every estimate of the
Bureau of the Budget included in the 10 major apprepria-
tion bills each year Congress has appropriated a total less
than the director has estimated for. Why be ashamed of
Congress?

Mr. SMOOT. I am not ashamed of it at all. I did not
make any such statement as the Senator suggests.

Mr. McNARY. The Senator is apologizing for the Con-
gress and defending the Director of the Budget.

Mr. SMOOT. No; I am trying to state the facts as they
are.
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Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I think I had better renew
my motion that the Senate proceed to the consideration of
executive business.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, in the most good-natured
way, I hope the Senator from Idaho will withhold his motion.
I think we can complete the consideration of the bill in 30
minutes. The eloquent junior Senator from Utah [Mr. King]
has subsided and I think will be quiet the rest of the day.

Mr. McKELLAR. There are just a few other items, and I
hope the Senator from Idaho will let us proceed with the bill.

Mr. BORAH. Very well; we will say until half-past 3.

Mr. McNARY. I thank the Senator.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amend-
ment is agreed to.

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations
was, on page 57, after line 8, to insert:

In all, salaries and general expenses, $3,682,491.

The amendment was agreed to.
- The next amendment was, under the heading of “ Adrnmis-
tration of the United States warehouse act,” on page 58, at
the end of line 18, to strike out * $231,82D" and insert
“ $241,820,” so as to make the paragraph read:

To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to earry into effect the
provisions of the United States warehouse act, including the pay-
ment of such rent outside of the District of Columbia and the em-
ployment of such persons and means as the Becretary of Agriculture
may deem mnecessary, in the city of Washington and elsewhere,
$241,820.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 60, at the end of line
24, to strike out “ $4,981,251" and insert * $5,016,251" and at
the end of line 25, to strike out *$1,864,000” and insert
“ $1,881,600," so as to read:

Total, Bureau of Agriculture FEconomics, $5,016,251, of which
amount not to exceed $1,881,600 may be expended for personal serv-
ices in the District of Columbia,

Mr. KING. Notwithstanding the comment of the Senator
from Oregon I want to make an inquiry respecting the Center
Market in the District of Columbia. I make the inquiry be-
cause, as a member of the Committee on the District of
Columbia, many complaints have been brought to my attention
concerning the administration of the department. A great
many citizens feel that it should be turned over to the District
government for administration.

I ask the Senator whether his committee have given atten-
tion to the subject. I do not want to engage in any debate.
I merely want to inquire whether they have considered the
propriety of transferring to the Distriet the administration of
this market, I think it should be done. I believe the Dis-
trict Commissioners, knowing the situation in the District as
they do, are better equipped to administer the market and han-
dle it than a big agency of the Government., If the committee
hag considered it I should be glad to know it

Mr, McNARY. I will state that the matter has never been
brought to the attention of the committee; consequently there
has been no consideration given the subject.

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was resumed.

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations
was, on page 63, after line 2, to insert:

“In all, salaries and general expenses, $517,910."

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Experiments
in dairying and livestock production in western United States,”
on page T1, line 19, to strike out “$41,610” and insert
“$45,610,” so as to make the paragraph read:

To enable the Becretary of Agriculture to conduct investigations and
experiments in problems connected with the establishment of dalrying
and meat-production enterprises on the semiarid and irrigated lands of
the western United States, including the purchase of livestock and the
employment of necessary persons and means in the city of Washington
and elsewhere, $45,610,

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the subhead * Passenger-
carrying vehicles,” on page 72, line 9, after the word “exceed,”
to strike out “ $30,000” and insert * $45,000,” so as to read:

Thet not to exceed $150,000 of the lump-sum appropriations herein
made for the Department of Agriculture shall be available for the
purchase, maintenance, repair, and operation of motor-propelled and
horse-drawn passenger-carrylng vehicles necessary in the conduet of
the field work of the Department of Agriculture outside the District of
Columbia : Provided, That not to exceed $45,000 of this amount shall
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be expended for the purchase of such vehicles, and that such vehicles
ghall be used only for official service outside the District of Columbia,
but this shall not prevent the continued use for official service of motor
trucks in the District of Columbia.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 72, line 18, after the word
“exce:eld." to strike out * $25,000" and insert “ $40,000,” so as
to read:

Provided further, That the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to
expend, from the funds provided for carrying out the provisions of
the Federal highway act of November 8, 1921 (42 Stat. L. p. 212),
not to exceed $40,000 for the purchase of motor-propelled passenger-
carrying vehielea to replace such vehicles heretofore acquired and used
by the Secretary of Agriculture in the construction and maintenance of
national forest roads or other roads constructed under his direct
supervision which are or may become unserviceable, including the
replacement of not to exceed two such vehicles for use in the adminis-
trative work of the Buréau of Public Roads in the District of
Columbia.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ Special items,
forest roads and trails,” on page 75, line 24, after the words
“composed of,” to strike out * $6,225,000, the remainder,” and
insert “ $482a,000 part,” and on page 76, line 1, after the word

“and,” to strike out “ $275,000 " and insert “ $1,675,000,” so as
to read:

For carrying out the provisions of section 23 of the Federal highway
act approved November 9, 1921, including not to exceed $47,000 for
departmental personal services in the Distriet of Columbia, $6,500,000,
which sum is composed of $4,825,000, part of the sum of $7,500,000
authorized to be appropriated for the fiscal year 1927 by the act ap-
proved February 12, 1925, and $1,675,000, part of the amount author-
ized to be appropriated for the fiscal year 1928 by the act approved
June 22, 1926.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 77, at the end of line 20, to
change the total appropriation for the Department of Agricul-
ture from $128,379,385 to $128,581,289,

The amendment was agreed to.

The VICE PRESIDENT. This concludes the committee
amendments printed in the bill.

Mr, McNARY. In behalf of the committee I offer the amend-
ment which I send to the desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The CHiEr CrERk. On page 21, line 12, after the numerals
“$2,061,110 " insert the following:

: Provided, That the Department of Agricnlture may upon request
of any branch of the Federal Government perform inspections of food
and other products and receive reimbursement of the cost of such
inspections, including salaries and expenses, out of appropriation avail-
able therefor.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr, McNARY. I offer in behalf of the committee the amend-
ment which I send to the desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The Coier CrErk. On page 41, line G, after the word
“mills " insert the following:

, Independently or in cooperation with individuals, associations, or
corporations.

The VICE PRESIDENT.
is agreed to.

Mr, McNARY.
desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The CHier CrLERk. On page 33, in line 22, strike out the
numerals * $754,451 " and insert in lien thereof the following :
$757.451: Provided, That not to exceed £3,000 of the sum appropriated
in this paragraph shall be expended for the purchase and maintenance
of a herd of long-horned or Spanish breed of cattle for the Wichita
Natlonal Forest in Oklahoma, to the end that the present comparatively
few living examples of this historic breed of cattle may be preserved
from complete extinction.

The VICH PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amend-
ment is agreed to.

Mr. McNARY. I propose in behalf of the committee the
amendment which I now send to the desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The CHier CLERK. On page 53, line 9, after the word “dis-
tributed,” it is proposed to insert the following:

ENOGINEERING SERVICES FOR ROADS

Provided further, That hereafter the Secretary of Agriculture is

authorized, upon the request of any branch of the Federal Government,

Without objection the amendment
I propose the amendment which I send to the
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to perform any engineering service in conmection with the survey,
construction, maintenance, or Improvement of roads, payment of the
galaries and expenses of employees so engaged and of the cost of trans-
portation, repairs, and replacement of equipment and supplies of the
Department of Agriculture used in such work to be made by transfer of
funds in the manner provided by section 7 of the act approved May 21,
1920 (41 Stat. p. 613).

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator from Oregon
make some explanation of that amendment?

Mr. MoNARY. Mr. President, heretofore it has been the
practice for the different departments to transfer experts from
one to another in order to prevent the excessive expenses of
having two or more experts or groups of experts in the various
departments. Recently the Comptroller General has expressed
doubt that the law permits such transfers. We are by this
amendment proposing to make more liguid the use of Govern-
ment experts.

To give a concrete case: Engineers now employed by the
Bureau of Roads may be transferred under this provision to
the Department of War, to the Department of the Navy, or to
the Department of the Interior that have roads to build; so
that those departments may not have to maintain expensive
experts of their own but may borrow them from this depart-
ment and in return simply pay for the service rendered.

Mr. KING. And the other departments will meet the ex-
penses incurred.

Mr. McNARY. Yes, indeed.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment
is agreed to.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. I'resident, I offer a further amendment,
which I send to the desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from Oregon will be stated.

The Caier CLERK. On page 77, line 3, after the numerals
“ £1,500," it is proposed to insert the following:

ROAD 1IN ARIZONA

Provided further, That allotments shall be made by the proper offi-
cials having responsibility of making such allotments, for the con-
struction of a road from Maine to the Grand Canyon National Park
in Arizona, when the construction of said road is approved by the
State Highway Commission of Arizona.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amend-
ment is agreed to. That completes the committee amendments.
The bill is still before the Senate as in Committee of the
Whole and is open to amendment.

Mr. MAYFIELD. Mr. President, 1 offer the amendment
which I send to the desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from Texas will be stated.

The CHig¢ CLEBg. On page 54, line 9, after the word
“world,” it is proposed to insert:

Including scientific and technical research into American-grown
cotton and its by-products and their present and potential uses with
a view to discovering new and additional commercial and scientific
uses for eotton and its by-products.

Mr. McNARY. Mr, President, that amendment, as 1 under-
stand, does not increase the appropriation carried in the bill?

Mr. MAYFIELD. It carries no appropriation whatever. It
simply amplifies and elaborates the utilization of American-
grown cotton and its by-products and authorizes and directs
the Secretary of Agriculture to make an investigation with a
view to discovering new and additional commercial uses for
cotton and its by-products.

Mr. McNARY. Mr, President, in my opinion, after a care-
ful reading and study of the langnage of the bill, it is suffi-
ciently broad now to meet the suggestions made by the able
Senator from Texas, I think this is a question of tautology, if
1 understand the reading correctly; but if it is only for the

purpose——
Mr. MAYFIELD. 1 beg to differ with the Senator from
Oregon.

Mr. McNARY. Let me conclude, please.

1f the amendment is only for the purpose of amplification and
does not in any wise——

Mr. MAYFIELD. If the Senator——

Mr. McNARY. Just let me finish, please. If the amend-
ment does not in any wise affect or influence the manner in
which the appropriation shall be expended, I shall have no
objection to it, because it would come within the rule.

Mr. MAYFIELD. Mr. President, if the Senator from Oregon
will carefully read the language found on page 54, from line 3
to line 9, inclusive, he will observe that the langunage is general
in its terms. The appropriation in this section to which I
have offered my amendment is for the purpose of “acquiring
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and diffusing among the people of the United States useful in-
formation on subjects connected with the marketing, handling,
utilization, grading, transportation, and distributing of farm
and nonmanufactured food products and the purchasing of farm
supplies, including the demonstration and promotion of the use
of uniform standards of classification of American farm prod-
ucts throughout the world.”

The term * farm products " as used here is general.

Cotton is only one of the farm products. My amendment
authorizes and direets the Department of Agriculture to make
a specific investigation of this specific farm produect for the
purpose of discovering, if possible, new uses for this great
Ameriean crop.

It is well known, Mr. President, that the South is in a dis-
tressed condition. We are receiving low prices for our cotton,
prices that are under the cost of production. I am pleading for
an industry that is not only in great distress but one that is
almost impoverished. We want fo find new uses, if possible,
for cotton; and if the Department of Agriculture, by investiga-
tion and experimentation can discover new uses for this great-
commodity, it will have rendered a most valuable service to
the greatest agricultural industry of our country. I trust that
the distinguished Senator from Oregon will not object to the
amendment.

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, may I suggest
to the Senator from Texas that my recollection is that the
increase of the amount in this amendment by the sum of $25,000
was adopted for the very purpose of doing under the language
of the bill what the Senator’s amendment contemplates?

Mr. MAYFIELD. Mr. President, I understand that quite
well. The increased appropriation was secured through the
influence of the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr, Hareis],
I want him to have credit for getting this additional appropria-
tion, for he is entitled to it. My amendment, however, makes
the duties of the Secretary of Agriculture specific and definite
as to cotton. I certainly trust that affer that explanation there
will be no further objection to the amendment.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I at last have discovered the
intended purpose of the Senator in the langunage of his amend-
ment, He is attempting to single out cotton and make it the
recipient—— 5

Mr. MAYFIELD. Of a special investigation, becanse it s the
most distressed product of all agricultural products in the
country to-day.

Mr. McNARY. It is entirely unnecessary to tell the chair-
man of the committee that.

Mr. MAYFIELD. I thought if I refreshed the chairman’s
memory as to the condition of the cotfon farmers he would not
have any objection to the amendment.

AMr. McNARY, We do not want to disturb the language that
is earried from year to year unless it is quite necessary, nor
could I admit language in violation of the rule or that would
collide with the rule.

1t is my opinion, I may reiterate, that the language of the
bill is susceptible of doing the very thing the Senator desires
done, namely, to take care of cotton. It is well understood by
the Department of Agriculture that if the increase in the appro-
priation shall be held in the bill in conference the money will
be expended for the purpose of finding new uses for cotton,

Mr., MAYFIELD. Then, may I ask the Senator what objec-
tion he could possibly have to my amendment?

Mr. McNARY. For the reason that the language that has
been agreed upon and carried from year o year in legislative
bills, language which has a definite meaning and which has
been construed by the solicitors of the department, should not
be disturbed. It is possible to have a precedent in the case of
language as well as to have a precedent by reason of decisions
based upen statutory provisions of law. Consequently, as the
language of the bill is sufficiently broad, as it is understood and
as it has been carried in bills heretofore, why disturb it? I
am unwilling to see it disturbed so long as it does not conflict
with some view of the Senate and it is not necessary to change
it in order to carry into execution the purpose which I think
is in the mind of the Department of Agriculture as it was in
the mind of the Committee on Appropriations and the Com-
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. If, however, the Senator
will say that the amendment is an amplifieation to meet a cer-
tain situation and that, in his judgment, it does not in any way
run counter to the rule, I am inclined not fo oppose it and I
am willing so far as T am concerned to have it go in the bill.

Mr. MAYFIELD. I am glad to hear the Senator make that
statement. I hope the amendment will be adopted.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, if the Senators from the
cotton States desire this amendment, as a member of the
committee I should certainly have no objection, but I should
like to suggest to the Senator from Texas that if this amend-
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ment shall be adopted and should remain in the bill the cotton-
producing section will be deprived of a part of the appropria-
tion that would otherwise go to the investigation of cofton.
The language of the bill now is certainly broad enough to
cover everything that is eovered by this amendment; but if
cotton shall be specified as a subject of special investigation
and the purpose for which the investigation is to be made
"shall be thus determined, we will have taken cotton out of the
general classification, and the only investigation that can be
made of it must be found within the language relating to
cotton. The amendment beging with the words—

Including scientific and technical research into American-grown cotton
and its by-products, and their present potential uses—

If it stopped there, well and good, but it proceeds—

with a view to discovering new and additional commerclal and scien-
tific uses for cotton and its by-products.

In my opinion, the department could not nse a dollar of the
appropriation for cotton except with a view to discovering new
and additional commercial and scientific uses for it

Mr. MAYFIELD. Mr. President, I did not hear the Sena-
tor's remarks on account of the noise in the Senate. I regret
that I am compelled to ask him fo repeat his statement.

Mr. LENROOT. The general rule, of course, as the Senator
is well aware, is that if we specify a subject we take it out
of the general class. Cotton is nmow included in the general
language—there can not be any question about that—and the
department intends to use every dollar for cotfon that will
be used if this amendment shall be adopted ; but if this amend-
ment shall be adopted, we will have then singled out cotton,
and the authority of the department then with reference to
the investigation of cotton must be limited to the power con-
ferred by the language relating to cotton, and that is restricted
by the words, “with a view to discovering nmew and addi-
tional commercial and scientific uses for cotton.” Therefore,
I do not believe the department could use a dollar except for
that purpose, whereas now they may use it for that purpose
or any other purpose which may come within the scope of the
general provision.

Mr. MAYFIELD. What other purpose could they use it
for? Would not that include everything?

Mr. LENROOT. No.

Mr. MAYFIELD. The words are “additional commercial
and sclentific uses.” 1 do not know what other use cotton
could be put to.

Mr. LENROOT. The words are:

With a view to discovering new and additional commercial and
scientifie uses,

They undoubtedly are investigating cotton not alone for
the purpose of discovering new commercial and scientific uses
but of developing the present uses of cotton. I think the
Senator will merely injure the cause he is trying to further by
insisting npon the amendment.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. LENROOT. Yes,

Mr, McKELLAR. If the amendment were changed by
striking ount the words “ with a view to discovering” and in-
serting the word “including,” would not the amendment then
meet the view which the Senator is now expressing? I am
rather inclined to think that the amendment as now framed
will limit the scope of the investigation, as the Senator from
Wisconsin suggests.

Mr. LENROOT. I am inclined to think that the suggestion
of the Senator from Tennessee would obviate the eriticism.

Mr. MAYFIELD. I do not think the construction as placed
upon my amendment by the Senator from Wisconsin is correct,
but in order to meet his objection I accept the modification
of the amendment as proposed by the Senator from Tennessee,

Mr. McKELLAR. 1 suggest that in line 3, the words “ with
a view to discovering " by stricken out and the word “ includ-
ing ” be inserted.

Mr. MAYFIELD. I accept the amendment.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I wish to say that I have
no objection to the amendment of the Senator from Texas
after it has been amended as suggested by the Senator from
Wisconsin [Mr. LExroor] and the Senator from Tennessee [Mr.
McEKeLrar], but in my opinion it is useless. The amendment
which I offered in the committee, which provided for an extra
$25,000, is even broader than the amendment proposed by the
Senator from Texas. Representatives of Agricultural Depart-
ment were before the Appropriations Committee, and the com-
mittee and the department understood that the language then
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incorporated in the bill was broad enough to cover the entire
field. I have no objection to the amendment, but as I have
stated it is nseless. The department understands what it is
expected to do under the language as contained in the bill

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment as amended. ;

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

. Lir. GLASS. Mr. President, I send an amendment to the
esk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the
Senator from Virginia will be stated.

The Cuier Crerx. On page 19, in line 17, in the amendment
of the committee it is proposed to strike cut * $434,170" and
in lien thereof to insert * $449,170.”

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I trust that the amendment
may be accepted.,

Mr. McNARY. I may not objeet. I am quite unaware,
however, of what this amendment is all about.

Mr. WARREN. I desire to say, in regard to the amend-
ment which the Senator from Virginia has offered, that the
Senator from Virginia is a member of the Appropriations
Committee and one of its most efficient members and should
have been at the general meeting of the committee when he
expected to offer his amendment. The chairman of that com-
mittee failed to notify him. Consequently, he was not present
to offer it then. Hence, I wish unanimous consent to euable
the chairman in charge of the bill to accept the amendment,
notwithstanding the irregularity of it, and hope that the Senate
will allow the amendment to go to conferencé and take its
foréuue there, as all these other late amendments will have
to do.

Mr. McNARY. I should like an explanation of the reason for
the increase.

Mr. GLASS. Mr, President, the effect of the amendment is to
increase by the sum of $15,000 the appropriation on line 17 of
page 19 and for this purpose:

There has recently developed a contention and a practice
among the packing houses with respect to the meat of beef cattle
which are grazed in the blue-grass distriets of the United States.
The contention is that grazing these cattle on blue grass causes
a discoloration of the meat; and for that reason the practice
has been to pay a less sum for beef cattle grown on blue-grass
ranges, with the alleged discoloration of meat, than for other
cattle, That matter has been a subject of investigation by the
Department of Agriculture for several years, but the investiga-
tion has not been carried to its conclugion; and I am advised
that with this additional appropriation of $15,000 the investi-
gation can be made complete, with a view to determining
whether or not there is any way to avert this discoloration of
meat.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the vote whereby
the amendment on page 19, line 17, was agreed to will be re-
considered, The question is on agreeing to the amendment
offered by the Senator from Virginia to the amendment of the
committee.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was agreed to.

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I offer the amendment which
I send to the desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The Cuier CLERE. On page 56, line 23, it is proposed to strike
out ** $1,054,355 " and to insert in lien thereof “ $1,068,105.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment
is agreed to.

Mr. McNARY. Mr, President, what action was taken on that
amendment? Was any action taken on it?

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was agreed to.

Mr. McNARY. 1 ask its reconsideration, because my atten-
tion was diverted.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment
will be reconsidered.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President. I have full sympathy with the
purpose of this amendment. The idea of it is to extend the
market-news service from Omaha, Nebr.,, or Ames, Iowa, to
Sioux City, Iowa, by the use of a leased wire, which is called
the complete service.

The conmitiee considered this matter very carefully., The
committee also considered another amendment, offered by the
Qenator from Idaho [Mr. Gooping], to give the same leased-
wire service from Salt Lake City to Boise, Idaho. The com-
mittee took up this matter with the Department of Agricul-
ture and recommended that the deparfment make a complete
national survey of the extension of this leased-wire service to
all important market centers in the United States and report
to the committee at the end of the fiscal year. Therefore we
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found it not prudent at this fime to select varions com-
munities and give them this complete service, unless we could
extend the service throughout the country.

There were members of the commiftee who wanted the
gervice extended into their country. They now receive a
partial service,. It was thought best, however, to freat the
matter in a statesmanlike way and attempt to make this
service as complete as possible and as ample as it ean be
reasonably made by means of a leased wire. Consequently, the
committee turned down all the amendments that had been
offered to extend this leased-wire service through the country.

Having been instructed, as chairman of the subcommiftee, to
oppose any further legislation of this kind, in view of the
committee's attitude I shall have to oppose this item by
invoking the rule. It is not estimated for by the Director of
the Budget; it has not been reported by a standing or select
committee ; and it inereases an appropriation.

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, I hope the Senator will
not invoke the rule in this case, because our request is based
upon an entirely different ground than that of any other re-
quest for this market news service, for two reasons: First,
because the Senate passed this matter last year. The Senate
has already approved it. The Senate passed it last year, and
it was lost in conference. Secondly, because we do not stand
in the need of a survey. The Department of Agriculture,
through the Bureau of Agricultural Economics, requested this
increase and included it in its preliminary estimate. Why?
Because Sioux City is the fourth livestock market of the
world. How can the Bureau of Agricultural Economics give
a complete market news service with the fourth largest
livestock market of the world left out of it?

The idea of this service is not merely to disseminate some-
thing over somebody’s broadeasting station; the idea of it is to
reach the primary markets of the country, gather the informa-
tion, distribute that information to the other primary markets
and to the world, and to give to this market the news of the
other primary markets.

Mr. President, as I said, I hope the Senator from Oregon will
not invoke the rule, because our request stands upon an entirely
different basis. The Senate has once approved it, and the de-
partment has requested it.

Mr. McNARY. Mr, President, the Senator from Iowa has
made a very vigorous and intelligent fight for this amendment;
and his constituency should feel that he has dome all that he
could, both before the committee and on the floor of the Senate.
I regret exceedingly to have to invoke the rule, but I must be
persistent when my course is laid out before me,

Mr. SWANSON, Mr. President—

Mr. McNARY. Just a moment, and I will yield.

It is a debatable proposition whether Sioux City is the most
important place to which the service should go. I recall, when
the matter was before the committee, that one of the members
of the committee urged that his section of the eountry, which
did not receive any service whatsoever, should first be given a
partial service; that 90 miles away from this point is Omaha,
Nebr., and 60 miles away is Ames, Iowa, where the State col-
lege is located, and it is the only agricultural college in all the
States that is receiving this service, and it was thought that
Towa was pretty well taken care of.

Mr. President, I am not going into the argument of compari-
sons. They never satisfy anyone, and sometimes wounds are
left. I must repeat, however, that in view of the situation,
where we have a leased wire going into some sections of the
country, most of which have no service whatsoever, it is a fair
and intelligent course to pursue, in my opinion, for the Depart-
ment of Agriculture to determine how they can make this
service national in its character; and it is the duty of the Con-
gress to appropriate the money so that every city, whether it be
in Towa, in Washington, in Arizona, in Florida, or in Maine,
should be served.

For that reason, after thorough investigation and complete
and exhaustive study of this problem, I must insist upon the
invocation of the rule.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is well taken.

Mr. STEWART. AMr. President, I offer the amendment which
I send to the desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The Cuier CrErg. On page 56, at the end of line 23, it is
proposed to strike out the period, insert a colon in lieu thereof,
and add the following:

Provided, That with said funds herein appropriated full leased-wire
service shall be established and maintained at Sioux City, Iowa, in
accordance with {he preliminary estimates of the Department of
Agriculture,
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Mr. McNARY. I make the same objection to this amend-
ment that T made to the other amendment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is well taken.

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, speaking to the point of
order, I do not think the point is well taken. A parliamentary
inquiry : Under what rule is the point of order made?

Mr. LENROOT, That it is legislation.

Mr. McNARY. Yes, certainly—that it is legislation on an
appropriation bill. The objection is made under Rule IX.

Mr, STEWART. Mr. President, the department now has a
$10-a-month wire into Sioux City, which is already included in
the departmental estimates. It is not something new; it is
merely providing that full service shall be given there.

The VICE PRESIDENT. If it requires the passage of a
new law, it was unlawful before.

Mr. STEWART. No, Mr. President; it only increases the
service which was already there from a picayunish service that
amounts to nothing to the kind of service that the department
itself asks for,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair holds that it iz new
legislation, and that the point of orvder is well taken.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, I am about to
offer an amendment, very small in amounnt, which I want to say
frankly is open to a point of order from nearly every stand-
point; but I am going to appeal to the Senator from Oregon,
because of the peculiar conditions of the case, to allow the
amendment to go in the bill and go to conference.

The faets are these:

There is a very extensive mushroom industry in Chester and
Delaware Counties, Pa. Those two counties constitute the
eighth congressional district, and that distriet is represented by
Congressman THoMAS S. BurLer, the distinguished chairman
of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House. Every Sen-
ator knows why he has been busy, and how busy he has been,
on the matter of new cruiser construction. He came fo me this
morning with this suggested amendment, which, he says, is
entirely satisfactory to the department and to the Committee
on Agriculture in the House of Representatives, and stated that
the committee had told him that if he had submitted the amend-
:)ntﬁnt to them it undoubtedly would have been included in the

The amendment authorizes an increase of $3,000 in the
$108,440 which is appropriated on page 23 for the study of
plant diseases. These mushroom constituents of Mr. BuTrLer
have had great trouble and very serious loss from a disease,
which is not understood, which causes spots on the surface of
their product, I am told by him that the probable eouferees on
the part of the House have already expressed their readiness
to accept this item and their conviction that it is proper and
ought to be granted. In behalf of Mr. BurLeEr, and with some
recognition of the publie service he has been rendering, I want
to appeal to the Senator from Oregon not to make the point of
order which I confess can he made.

Mr. BRUCE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from
Pennsylvania whether there is any protective duty on this
mushroom industry?

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. No, Mr, President; there is not.

Mr. BRUCE. There usually is.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment offered by the
Senator from Pennsylvania will be stated.

The CHier CLeErg. On page 23, line 16, it is proposed to
strike out * $108,440 " and insert “ $111,440.”

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment
is agreed to.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I regret exceedingly that I
can not yield to the plea of my friend from Pennsylvania.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment
is reconsidered.

AMr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, I must object to
the reconsideration. The amendment has already been
agreed to.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, T do not so understand. I
was demanding recognition; and a practice of that kind would
lead to no good results anyhow. As chairman of the subcom-
mittee, I ask, if the amendment has been agreed to—and I
can not believe that it has—that the action be reconsidered.

The VICE PRESIDENT. All in favor of reconsidering the
amendment will say “aye.” [A pause.] Those opposed will
say “no.” [A pause.] The ayes have it, and the amend-
ment is reconsidered.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. Mr. President, may I appeal to
the Senator from Oregon further? Just recently, within the last
10 minutes, he has accepted an amendment offered by the
Senator from Virginia [Mr. Grass], which all of us knew was
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open to the point of order; and it was accepted on the ground
that the engagements of the Senator from Virginia made it
impossible for him to attend the committee meeting.

Mr, GLASS. Oh, no, Mr. President; my engagements never
prevent me from attending committee meetings. I had no notice
that there was to be a committee meeting.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the Senator from Virginia is
right. The truth of the matter is that the chairman of the
Appropriations Committee [Mr. WARREN] neglected to notify
the Senator from Virginia of the general meeting of the com-
mitfee, as he should have done. Hence I appealed for the
acceptance of the amendment on that account.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. The appeal was successful,
because the Senator recognized that it was his fault, then,
that the Senator from Virginia had not come to the committee
meeting, although the amendment was obviously subject to
the point of order. This amendment, which was equally sub-
ject to the point of order, comes with an even better excuse,
in that Mr. Burier's engagements have, frankly, kept him
from attending the committee meetings in the House, and I
think it is only a decent recognition of his situation that we
ghould allow this amendment to go in.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I would like to join in
the appeal to the chairman of the committee—

Mr. McNARY. I think I have the floor.

Mr. McKELLAR, That this be allowed. I hope the Senator
will not make the point of order. ;

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr. President, it may be that a mushroom
farm up in Pennsylvania could be used to advantage after the
4th of next March. There will be quite a flock of Republican
“lame ducks" around here to take care of at that time, and 1
suggest that we put them to work on this mushroom farm up
in Pennsylvania. [Laughter.]

Mr. McNARY. Mr, President, one's position is difficult in
a matter of this kind. I realized, when the chairman of the
committee, the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. Wagrex], asked
as a personal privilege that the amendment of the Senator
from Virginia be included in the bill, that it was establishing
a bad precedent, and I regretted exceedingly to feel compelled
to agree to it, and I agreed only as a matter of courtesy to
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations. Had I
expressed my own wish, 1 would have objected to it, because
I am not going to play any favorites with regard to this bill,
or any other bill of which I am in charge.

As to the item under question, it is clearly without the rule.
A great amount of money is provided for a study of the kind
referred to. I think the Senator will have no difficulty, and
Mr. Burier will have no difficulty, if an appeal is made to
the department to make this particular study.

I will say that if the item is sent before the Committee on
Agriculture as a special bill I shall personally see that an
early and favorable report is made thereon. But I could not
at this hour, and under these circumstances, open the flood-
gates to amendments which I am sure could not be kept in the
bill in conference. Consequently, I feel it to be my duty to
invoke the rule.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania.
yield to me for a moment?

Mr, McNARY. 1 yield.

Mr. REED of Pennsylvania. I want to appeal to the chair-
man of the Committee on Appropriations, who himself realizes
the burden under which Mr, BurrLer has been working, to
make the same request in his case, because the Senator knows
that it is just, as was the request made by the Senator from
Virginia. No one who has the military defense of the country
at heart ean blame Mr. Burier for failing to get his amend-
ment in in the House.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania is noted for his taking ways and his eloguence, If he will
bring the matter to me when I have charge of some bill coming
before us later, and will bring it to me in the proper form,
which he will have time to do, I shall be very glad to sustain
his position. I am rather embarrassed, of course, under the
circumstances, because I am anxious, as I believe the entire
Senate is, that we get along early with supply bills so we may
not have to have an extra session for matters of this nature
alone. Hence we undertook during the recess to put forward
#o far as we could all matter with relation to appropriation
bills. As the result of our action, for the first time in my
experience in the Senate, and for the first time in history, so
far as I know, some of the annual appropriation bills have been
gotten through before the Christmas vacation.

The chairman of the subcommittee takes the proper position
that we can mot go beyond a certain line; and it is hardly
within my power, and certainly not within my desire, to inter-

Mr. President, will the Senator

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

1059

fere. But I would be very glad to help out in this matter
when the next deficiency bill comes before ns—and that prob-
ably will be within the next week or so—and if the Senator
from Pennsylvania will take that matter up in the proper way,
I shall be very glad to assist him.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr, President, it does seem to me that
the Committee on Appropriations of the Senate is taking a very
dictatorial anthority when it refuses to consider a matter which
is right and which ought to be considered.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, if the Senator will excuse
me, {he chairman of the commitfee has to take this position
because so many matters are presented which are absolutely
wrong on their face; he has to take a stand somewhere,

Furthermore, the rules of the Senate provide that if the
chairman of the Committee on Appropriafions, or chairman of
a subcommittee, brings a bill before the Senate containing a
single item obnoxious fo the rules of the Senate, and the
matter is objected to, and the objection is sustained by the
Chair, the whole bill must go back to the committee. Hence
the care with which we have to handle these matters. In con-
nection with almost every bill we have reported, matters have
come up at a late hour, some of them offered by the Senator
in charge of the bill, for which unanimous consent is requested,
as has been done in this case, which belated matters might have
been accepted if brought before the committee in the proper
time and way. But in order to get these bills through in an
orderly way there are times when the chairman of the com-
mittee or the chairman of a subcommittee must seem to be arbi-
trary to those who are not members of the committee and are,
therefore, unacquainted with the studies the committee has
given to all the subjects of appropriations.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, I was referring to the posi-
tion assumed by the Committee on Appropriations. All the
appropriations made by Congress must go through that com-
mittee. They have charge of all the appropriations of money,
and the rest of the committees simply recommend authoriza-
tions. Unless a standing committee moves that a matter shall
be offered as an amendment, a point of order can be made
by a member of the Committee on Appropriations if it is offered
on the floor. They have a great and vast power given them
under the Budget system.

Mr. McNARY. Mr, President, a parliamentary inquiry. I
thought I had the floor. L

Mr, SWANSON, No; I wish to be recognized. The Senator
yielded. Why does the Senator object when I am stating a
proposition on which I want to appeal fo the Senator?

Mr. McNARY. I did not yield for a long speech.

Mr. SWANSON. This is not a long speech. The Senator
will make more progress by letting me conclude than by making
me reiterate what I previously stated.

Mr. McNARY. I want to dispose of this item.

Mr. SWANSON. I want to appeal to the Senator’s con-
science. If the Senator has no conscience or fairness, I will
close the appeal.

Mr. McNARY. I am anxious to get to the consideration of
the treaty with Turkey, and I want to get through with this
question, which the Senator from Virginia is not anxious to do.

Mr. SWANSON. Mr, President, this is a remarkable situa-
tion. The Senator from Pennsylvania has convinced both the
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations and the Senator
in charge of the bill that this is righteous legislation. They
promise him that in the great future they will try to get it
through; but when a man has proven his case, then to invoke
the autocratic authority of the Appropriations Committee to
destroy the amendment seems to me to be wrong.

Heretofore when the chairman of a committee having charge
of a bill was convinced that an amendment was right, he would
take it to conferenee for consideration. One had an oppor-
tunity to present to this autocrat a claim for consideration
on behalf of his constituents. But now they have become more
autocratic, more dictatorial, and, while they admit the right-
eousness of your cause, they will not even consider it, but
invoke the rule.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, a man with courage stands
here and invokes the rule in the face of opposition. A man
who wants to trade and work in the dark goes to conference.

Mr. SWANSON. A man ought to be controlled by what is
right, If he thinks a certain amendment is righteous legisla-
lation, he ought to take it to conference, Do what is right.

Mr. McNARY. I think that ought to appeal to the Senator
from Virginia.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is well taken.

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, I offer an amendment which
I send to the desk.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will state the amend-
ment.
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The CHier CLERK. On page 20, line 21, to strike out
“$115,000” and insert in lienu thereof * §117.300.”

Mr. HOWELL. Mr. President, the amount estimaced for by
the Bureau of the Budget was $117.300, but the amount in the
bill is $115,000. The $2300 was proposed by the Bureau of
the Budget for the purpose of developing strains of artichokes,
which it is hoped will serve as a sonrce for sngar. As the
amendment is not subject to a point of order, I urge its
adoption.

Mr. MoNARY. Mr. President, I suspect the cause is a
worthy one,” and I would like to see sugar extracted'from
artichokes, as we are short of sugar in the country. I am not
sure, though, of the parliamentary status of this proposed
amendment, The Senator from Nebraska says it has the sanc-
tion of the Bureau and Director of the Budget. If so, would
that give it a parliamentary status which would entitle it to be
attached to this bill?

Mr. HOWELL. I think there is no question as to its par-
liamentary status.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It is in order under the pro-
visions of Rule XVI. It is “proposed in pursuance of an
estimate submiited in accordance with law.”

Mr. McNARY. I want to invoke the rule unless it comes
within the statement made by the Senator from Nebraska.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It was estimated for and pro-
posed by the Budget.

Mr. McNARY. Then it has a status.

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has a parliamentary status.
The question is on agreeing to the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. President, I offer an amendment, which
does not provide for any appropriation, but would make avail-
able the $25,000 appropriated for discovering additional uses
for cotton.

The VICE PRESIDENT.
ment,

The CHier Crerx. On page 54, line 15, affer the words
“meat products,” add the following:

Not exceeding $25,000 for cotton utilization, to be made immediately
available,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection—

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, may 1 submit to the Chair
that when an amendment is offered of this character it should
not be stated that the amendment is agreed to “ without objec-
tion,” because presumably the committee has not favored it.
I submit that the question should be put on agreeing to the
amendment,

Mr. McNARY. I am trying to follow the text of the bill, and
absorb, as best I can, the ideas of the Senator’s amendment. I
am not sure now what it means. Does the Senator mean to
make immediately available the amount of money recommended
to be appropriated by the Senate commitiee?

Mr. HARRIS. Yes; not exceeding that amount, to be made
immediately available. We have 6,000,000 bales of surplus
cotton, and we are trying to find additional uses for it.

Mr. McNARY. I do not see how I could avoid invoking the
rule, 1 think the amendment comes clearly within the rule.
It was not considered by the committee, The money was not
to be made available until the beginning of the fiscal year
1928, It might be taken care of in a deficiency bill, of course,
but we are trying to treat all amendments in the same way.
I shall have to invoke the rule.

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, I should like to ask the
Senator who has this bill in charge what hope there is for
such States as Idaho which are without the leased-wire service
giving market news and reporfs for receiving an extension of
the leased wire from Salt Lake City to Boise for another year,

I appeared before the committee and asked for an appro-
priation of $10,716 so that the people of Idaho would receive
these reports this year, but the committee refused, as the
chairman knows, to extend the leased wire from Salt Lake
City to Boise, Idaho is without any market news service that
is at all efficient, yet I understand the Government is spending
anually something like $1,050,000 in different paris of the
country for disseminating market news and reports. Some
States have two or three stations where this news is dissemi-
nated. Idaho is a mighty factor in the producion of all agri-
cultural crops, yet this service is denied to my State. I should
like to be able to hold out some encouragement to my people
and I am asking the Senator what the hope is for an appro-
priation to take care of the people of Idaho for another year.

Mr. McNARY. I may state to the distinguished Senator
from Idaho that the ecase is hopeless. I stated a little while
ago in connection with a very strong appeal—

The clerk will state the amend-
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Mr. GOODING. I am asking with reference to another year,
not this year, -

Mr. McNARY. That lies in the laps of the prophets. I am
hopeful that the Department of Agriculture will give us a
figure which will justify the committee in extending this
splendid service throughout the country, and if it is extended
throughout the country that would, of course, include Idaho.
I can not even anticipate what action the department will take.
I can extend this hope to the Senator from Idaho, however, that
some time in the fuiure the seryice will come to Boise as
quickly as to any other city in the West.

Mr. GOODING. That is not very much encouragement. It
is rather indefinite. It seems to me if the service is going
to be meted out to a part of the American people it ought to
be given to all. My State is without it. I undertsand the
great Northwest is without it entirely. I had hoped that the
Senator in charge of the bill might offer some encouragement
to the people of my State for another year.

Mr. McNARY. I said that I hoped something would be
done for the people of Idaho in connection with the leased wire
next year, but I can not go further than expressing the hope,

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I offer the amendment, which
I send to the desk,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated.

The CHier CLERE. On page 8, after line 6, add the following:

Fifty thousand dollars to the Clemson Agricultural College of South
Carolina and $50,000 to the Colored Agricultural College of South
Carolina, 'ocated at Orangeburg, 8. C.

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. Presidenf, a few days ago the Senate
passed a bill contributing a good deal more than $100,000 to
manufacture some lawyers here in the city of Washington,
clearly in violation of the Constitution of the United States,
The bill was objected to, but the objection was promptly over-
ruled and the bill was passed. I am now asking the Senate to
be as kind to the white boys as well as the colored boys and
girls of South Carolina under the amendment which I have
proposed and to give them the small sum of $100,000 to help
them become agriculturists and domestic scientists.

Mr. McNARY. No estimate has been made by the Director
of the Budget. Consequently I invoke the rule,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The point of order is well taken.
The bill is still as in Committee of the Whole and open to
amendment. If there are no further amendments to be offered,
the bill will be reported to the Senate,

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the
amendments were concurred in,

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the bill
to be read a third time,

The bill was read the third time and passed.

Mr. McNARY. I ask unanimous consent that the clerks be
authorized to correct any totals which may be in error.

- Tel:f VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so or-
er
EXECUTIVE SESSION

Mr. BORAH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid-
eration of executive business.

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the
consideration of executive business. After one hour spent in
executive session the doors were reopened, and the Senate (at
b o'elock and 3 minutes p. m.) adjourned until to-morrow,
Wednesday, January 5, 1927, at 12 o'clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS
Ewxeculive nominations reccived by the Senate January 4, 1927
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY

Lieut. Richard 8. Bulger to be a lientenant commander in
the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1926.

Lieut. Gerald F. Bogan to be a lieutenant commander in the
Navy from the 6th day of September, 19206.

Lieut, Frank E. Beatty, jr., to be a lientenant commander in
the Navy from the 16th day of October, 1926.

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Lloyd A. Dillon to be a lientenant in
the Navy from the 4th day of June, 1926,

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Dew W. Hberle to be a lieutenant in
the Navy from the 5th day of June, 1926.

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Stuart H. Ingersoll to be a lieutenant
in the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1926.

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Edgar W. Hampson to be a lieutenant
in the Navy from the 16th day of July, 1926.

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Burns MacDonald, jr., to be a lieutenant
in the Navy from the 17th day of August, 1926,

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Joseph B. Seletski to be a lientenant
in the Navy from the 1st day of September, 1926,
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Lieut. (Junior Grade) William A. Gorry to be a lieutenant
in the Navy from the 6th day of September, 1926,

Lieut., (Junior Grade) John W. Harris to be a lientenant in
the Navy from the 21st day of September, 1926.

Lient. (Junior Grade) Francis X. McInerney to be a lienten-
ant in the Navy from the 3d day of October, 1926,

Lieut. (Junior Grade) William G. Eaton to be a lieutenant in
the Navy from the 5th day of October, 1926.

Ensign Calvin H. Mann to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in
the Navy from the 8th day of June, 1926.

Medical Inspector Robert E. Hoyt to be a medical director
in the Navy, with the rank of captain, from the 28th day. of
December, 1921,

Medical Inspector Edgar L. Woods to be a medical director
in the Navy, with the rank of captain, from the 1st day of
July, 1926.

Medieal Inspector James P. Haynes to be a medical direc-
tor in the Navy, with the rank of captain, from the 1st day
of September, 1926,

Surg. Walter A. Bloedorn to be a medical inspector in the
Navy, with the rank of commander, from the 15th day of
May, 1925,

The following-named surgeons to be medical inspectors in
the Navy, with the rank of commahder, from the 28th day of
August, 1926:
< John J. O'Malley.

Luther Sheldon, jr.

Stanley D. Hart.

Passed Asst. Surg. Benton V. D. Scott to be a surgeon in
Navy, with the rank of lieutenant commander, from the, 1s
day of July, 1926. }

» "assed Asst. Dental Surg. Arthur H. Yando .to be a dental
surgeon in the Navy, with the rank of lieutenant commander,
from the 4th day of June, 1926.

Paymaster Raymond E. Corcoran to be a pay inspector in
the Navy, with the rank of commander, from the 31st day of
December, 1921. ¥

Acting Chaplain Albert BE. Stone to be a chaplain in the
Navy, with the rank of lieutenant commander, from the 12th
day of June, 1926,

insign John R. Perry to be an assistant civil engineer in
1ﬂ§§3 Navy, with the rank of ensign, from the Sthr day of June,

Carpenter Arthur F. Whittier to be a chief carpenter in the
Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 3d day of
April, 1926,

Carpenter Charles 8. Kimbrough to be a chief carpenter in
the Navy, to rank with but after ensign, from the 20th day
of July, 1925,

Pay Inspector Henry deF. Mel to be a pay director in the
Navy, with the rank of captain, from the 3d day of June,
1922,

Richard H. Laning.
Robert G. Davis,

POSTMASTERS
ALABAMA

Harry C. Peterson to be postmaster at Robertsdale, Ala., in
place of C. D. Kirtley, removed.

Albert N. Holland to be postmaster at Scottsboro, Ala. in
place of A. N, Holland.  Incumbent's commission expires
January 9, 1927,

Ed. P. Johnson to be postmaster at Samson, Ala., in place
of E. P. Johnson. Incumbent's commission expires January
9, 1927,

Marion F. Boatwright to be postmaster at Ashyille, Ala., in
place of M. F. Boatwright. Incumbent's commission expires
January 9, 1927.

ALASKA

Zeph T. Halferty to be postmaster at Kodiak, Alaska.

Office became presidential July 1, 1926,

ARIZONA

Bdward J. Huxtable to be postmaster at Douglas, Ariz,
in place of C. A. Overlock, deceased.

Warren F. Day to be postmaster at Prescoft, Ariz, in place
of W. F. Day. Incumbent's commission expired January 4,
1927,

CALIFORNTA

George H. Gischel to be postmaster at Tracy, Calif., in place
of G. H. Gischel. Incumbent’s commission expired January
4, 1927. o

Harlan J. Woodward to be postmaster at Ramona, Calif,
in place of H. J. Woodward. Incumbent’s commission expires
January 11, 1927.

Fred W. McCullah to be postmaster at Long Beach, Calif,,
in place of F. W. McCullah, Incumbent’s commission expires
January 13, 1927, :
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Frank L. Powell to be postmaster at Lemoore, Calif., in
place of F. L. Powell. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu-
ary 3, 1927.

George B. Tantau to be postmaster at Exeter, Calif., in place
of G. B. Tantau. Incumbent's commission expired January
3, 1927.

George F. Bartley to be postmaster at Escondido, Calif., in
place of G. F. Bartley. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu-
ary 4, 1927.

Margaret G. Robinson to be postmaster at Dorris, Calif., in
place of M. G. Robinson. Incumbent’'s commission expired
March 9, 1926,

; : COLORADO

Henry J. Stahl to be postmaster at Central City, Colq., in
place of H. J. Stahl. Incumbent's commission expires January
12, 1927,

CONNECTICUT

Weeden F. Sheldon to be postmaster at Moosup, Conn,, in
place of W. F. Sheldon. Incumbent's commission expires
January 12, 1927. }

Alfred C. Ward to be postmaster at Middletown, Conn., in
place of A, C. Ward. Incumbent’s commission expires January
13, 1927.

FLORIDA

Charles W, Stewart to be postmaster at Naples, Fla. Office
became presidential July 1, 1926.

Zoel Hodge to be postmaster at Dowling Park, Fla. Office

became presidential July 1, 1926.

Thomas H. Milton to be postmaster at Trenton, Fla., in place
of T. H. Milton. Incumbent's commission expired December
8, 1926.

GEORGIA

George H. Broome to be postmaster at Pave, Ga. in place
of G. H. Broome. Incumbent’s commission expired December
20, 1926.

Marcus G. Keown to be postmaster at Mount Berry, Ga., in
place of M. G. Keown. Incumbent's commission expired April
17, 1926. - ’

- Louise F. Hays to be postmaster at Montezuma, Ga., in place
052%;. F. Hays. Incumbent's commission expires January b,
1927,

IDAHO

Lounis W. Thrailkill to be postmaster at Boise, Idaho, in place
of L. W. Thrailkill. Incumbent’s commission expires January
9, 1927,

ILLINOTS

Robert H. Christen to be postmaster at Pecatonica, IlL, in
place of R. H. Christen. Incumbent’s commission expires
January 10, 1927.

Henry E. Farnam to be postmaster at Pawnee, IIL, in place
of G. H. Abshire. Incumbent’'s commission expired November
9, 1925,

Henry W. Schwartz to be postmaster at Dupo, 111, in place of
H. W. Schwartz, Incumbent’s commission expires January 13,
1927,

Orville L. Davis to be postmaster at Champaign, I1l., in place
of O. L. Davis. Incumbent's eommission expires January 10,
1927.

Jesse E. Miller to be postmaster at Cairo, Ill, in place of
J. E. Miller. Incumbent’s commission exp red January 3, 1927,

INDIANA

David BE. Purviance to be postmaster at Wabash, Ind., in
place of D. H. Purviance. Incumbent’s commission expires
January 9, 1927,

Lee Herr to be postmaster at Tell City, Ind., in place of Lee
Herr. Incumbent’s commission expired December 20, 1926.

Bert C. Lind to be postmaster at Sandborn, Ind., in place of
B. O. Lind. Incumbent's commission expired December 11,
1924,

Thomas J. Jackson to be postmaster at New Albany, Ind., in
place of T, J, Jackson, Incumbent's commission expires Janu-
ary 9, 1927,

Earl L. Rhodes to be postmaster at Milltown, Ind., in place
of B. L. Rbodes. Incumbent’s commission expired January 24,
1926.

Charlie W. Elliott to be postmaster at Middlebury, Ind., in
place of C. W. Elliott. Incumbent’s commission expired Janu-
ary 4, 1927, .

Arthur B. Dill to be postmaster at Fort Branch, Ind, in
place of A. B. Dill. Incumbent's commission expires January 9,
1927.

Wade Denney to be postmaster at Farmersburg, Ind., in place
of Wade Denney. Incumbent’s commission expired December

28, 1926,
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Baty K. Bradfield to be postmaster at Spirit Lake, Towa, in
place of B. K. Bradfield. Incumbent's commission expires
January 15, 1927.

Willis G. Smith to be postmaster at Rock Rapids, Towa, in
place of W. G. Smith. Incumbent's commission expires Janu-
ary 15, 1927,

Elsie A. Haskell to be postmaster at Luverne, Towa, in place
of E. A. Haskell. Incumbent’s commission expires January 10,
1927, -

Jacob B. Rogers to be postmaster at Lenox, Iowa, in place of
J. B. Rogers. Incumbent's commission expires January 10,
1927,

William €. Howell to be postmaster at Keokuk, Iowa, in
place of W, C. Howell. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu-
ary 15, 1927,

Charles A, Frisbee to be postmaster at Garner, Iowa, in place
of C. A, Frisbee. Incumbent's commission expires January 10,
1927.

Dennis L. McDonnell to be postmaster at Bernard, Towa, in
place of D. L. McDonnell. Incumbent's commission expired De-
cember 28, 1926.

KANSAS

David W. Naill to be postmaster at Herington, Kans, in
place of D. W. Naill. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu-
ary 14, 1927.

KENTUCKY

Jesse W. Sanders to be postmaster at Lancaster, Ky., in place
of 0. R. Carpenter, deceased.

Ben J. Williams to be postmaster at Kenvir, Ky. Office be-
came presidential July 1, 1926.

James R. Rash to be postmaster at Henderson, Ky., in place
of W. G. Turpin, deceased.

Jesse T. Bryant to be postmaster at Hardyville, Ky., in place
of E. F. Stuart, removed.

LOUISIANA

Edward J. Sowar to be postmaster at Norwood, La,, in place
of E. J. Sowar. Incumbent's commission expired June 12, 1926,

Howard G, Allen to be postmaster at Dubach, La., in place o#
H. G. Allen. Incumbent’s commission expired January 3, 1927,

MAINE

Harry M. Robinson to be postmaster at Warren, Me,, in place
of H. M. Robinson. Incumbent’s commission expired January
4, 1927,

Jessie H. Nottage to be postmaster at Solon, Me., in place of
J. E. Nottage. Incumbent’s commission expired January 4, 1927.

MARYLAND

Howard J. Fehl to be postmaster at Smithsburg, Md., in place
of H. J, Fehl. Incumbent's commission expired January 4, 1927,
James P. Keating to be postmaster at Centerville, Md., in
place of L. T. Hayden. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru-
ary 21, 1926.
MASSACHUSETTS

Merton Z. Woodward to Dbe postmaster at Shelburne Falls,
Mass., in place of M. Z. Woodward. Incumbent's commission
expires January 5, 1927.

William Stockwell to be postmaster at Maynard, Mass.,, in
place of William Stockwell. Incumbent's commission expires
January 5, 1927,

John B. Rose to be postmaster at Chester, Mass,, in place of
J. B. Rose. Incumbent's commission expires January 5, 1927,

MICHIGAN

Andrew Bram to be postmaster at Hancock, Mich., in place of
Andrew Bram. Incumbent’s commission expires January 12,
1927.

Bert A. Dickerson to be postmaster at Constantine, Mich., in
place of B. A. Dickerson. Incumbent's commission expires
January 9, 1927,

George W. Weaver to be postmaster at Charlevoix, Mich., in
‘place of G. W. Weaver. Incumbent's commission expired Jan-
uvary 4, 1927,

Adam B. Greenawalt to be postmaster at Cassopolis, Mich.,
in place of A. B. Greenawalt. Incumbent’s commission expired
‘January 4, 1927.

Harry B. McCain to be postmaster at Alpena, Mich., in place
of H. B, McCain. Incumbent's commission expires January
10, 1927, -

MINNESOTA

Edward J. Giblin to be postmaster at Waverly, Minn., in

glalcgz&)t I. J. Jandro. Incumbent’s commission expired June
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James W. Featherston to be postmaster at Staples, Minn., in
place of J. W. Featherston. Incumbent's commission expires
January 15, 1927.

Henry M. Burtness to be postmaster at Spring Grove, Minn.,
in place of H. M. Burtness. Incumbent's commission expired
May 18, 1926,

Will G. Mack to be postmaster at Plainview, Minn., in place
of W. G. Mack. Incumbent's commission expired December
16, 1926.

Walter Peltoniemi to be postmaster at New York Mills,
Minn., in place of Walter Peltoniemi. Incumbent's commission
expired December 20, 1925.

Charles F. Wolfe to be postmaster at Kellogg, Minn., in place
of DE{J F. Wolfe. Incumbent’s commission expires January' 15,
1927.

Fred G. Fratzke to be postmaster at Jancsville, Minn., in
place of F. G. Fratzke. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan-
uary 9, 1927.

Odin D. Krogen to be postmaster at Fountain, Minn., in place
of 0. D. Krogen. Incumbent's commission expired December
21, 1926,

Anthony C. Klee to be postmaster at Aitkin, Minn., in place
of A, L. Hamilton. Incumbent’s commission expired June 5,
1926.

MISSOURT

Melvin J. Kelley to be postmaster at Annapolis, Mo.
became presidential October 1, 1926,

William H. Roster to be postmaster at St. James, Mo., in
place of W. H. Roster. Incumbent’s commission expired De-
cember 4, 1926,

Elvin L. Renno to be postmaster at St. Charles, Mo., in place
%EE. L. Renno. Incumbent’s commission expired December S

26.

Frank A. Stiles to be postmaster at Rockport, Mo., in place
(1152‘1{3‘. A, Stiles. Incumbent's commission expires January 5,

Charles A. Bryant to be pbstmaster at Richland, Mo., in place
gg (1392.3‘ Bryant. Incumbent’s commission expired December

'Fred Mitchell to be postmaster at Purdy, Mo., in place of
fgzeg Mitchell. Incumbent's commission expired December 22,

Theron H. Watters to be postmaster at Marshfield, Mo., in
place of T. H. Watters. Incumbent’s commission expired De-
cember 4, 1926,

William E. Hodgin to be postmaster at Maitland, Mo., in
place of W. E. Hedgin. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu-
ary 5, 1927,

Loyd R. Kirtley to be postmaster at Madison, Mo,, in place of
L. R. Kirtley. Incumbent's commission expired December 4,
1926.

Henry O. Abbott to be postmaster at Lebanon, Mo., in place of
H. O. Abbott. Incumbent's commission expires January 15,
1927.

William 8. Tabler to be postmaster at Jasper, Mo., in place of
W. 8, Tabler. Incumbent's commission expired February 17,
1926,

John A. Griesel to be postmaster at Golden City, Mo., in place
of J. A. Griesel. Incumbent's commission expired December 4,
1926.

Louis E. Meyer to be postmaster at Bowling Green, Mo., in
place of L. E. Meyer. Incumbent’s commission expired February
17, 1926.

Benonia F. Hardin to be postmaster at Albany, Mo., in place
of B. F. Hardin. Incumbent's commission expired December 20,
1926,

Office

MONTARA

Robert H, Michaels to be postmaster at Miles City, Mont., in
place of R. H. Michaels. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu-
ary 8, 1927,

Howard Sguires to be postmaster at Harlowton, Mont., in
place of Howard Squires. Incumbent's commission expires
January 12, 1927.

John O. Dahl to be postmaster at Froid, Mont, in place of
gg ag Dahl. Incumbent's commission expired September 22,

Edwin Grafton to be postmaster at Billings, Mont., in place
gg 2{(5) B. Prickett. Incumbent's commission expired July 11,

NEBRASKA

George W. Harding to be postmaster at Ralston, Nebr., in
place of G. W. Harding. Incumbent’s commission expired
January 16, 1926.
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Edward Bricksen to be postmaster at Boelus, Nebr., in place
of Edward Ericksen. Incumbent's commission expires Janu-
ary 12, 1027,

NEW HAMPSHIRE

Cora H. Eaton to be postmaster at Littleton, N. H., in place
of ¢. H. Baton. Incumbent's commission expires January 9,
1927,

Lena K. Smith to be postmaster at Lancaster, N, H., in place
of L. K. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expires January 9,
1927. 2

NEW JERSEY

Ada B. Holmes to be postmaster at Sayreville, N, J., in
place of A. E. Holmes. Incumbent’s commission expired Au-
gust 24, 1926,

NEW MEXICO

James A. Shipley to be postmaster at Silver City, N. Mex,,
in place of J. A. Shipley. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 20, 1926.

Maund W. Lenfestey to be postmaster at Aztee, N, Mex,, in |

place of M. W. Lenfestey. Incumbent's commission expired
December 20, 1926,
NEW YORK

Frederick A. Billipp to be postmaster at Mamaroneck, N. Y.,
in place of H. R, Foshay, resigned. )

Margaret 1. Martin to be postmaster at Willard, N. Y., in
place of M. D. Martin., Incumbent's commission expires Janu-
ary 11, 1927,

Arthur F. Crandall to be postmaster at Wappingers Falls,
N. Y., in place of A. F. Crandall. Incumbent’s commission
expires January 11, 1927.

Victor J. Banfield to be postmaster at Van Etten, N. Y., in
place of V. J. Banfield. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu-
ary 11, 1927.

Lewis E. Elston to be postmaster at Unionville, N. Y., in place
of L. E. Elston. Incumbent’s commission expired January 4,
1927.

Fred Hahn to be postmaster at Tonawanda, N. Y., in place of
Fred Hahn, Incumbent’s commission expires January 11, 1927.

George F. Hendricks to be postmaster at Sodus, N. Y,, in place
of G. F. Hendricks. Incumbent's commission expires January
12, 1927,

William Sanford to be postmaster at Savona, N. Y., in place of
William Sanford. Incumbent's commission expired December
4, 1926.

William T. Binks to be postmaster at Rome, N. Y., in place
of W. T. Binks. Incumbent’s commission expires January 11,
1927,

Harry Pottenburgh to be postmaster at Rhinebeck, N. Y., in
place of Harry Pottenburgh. Incumbent’s commission expires
January 11, 1927,

Scott B, Gage to be postmaster at Morris, N. Y., in place of
8. E. Gage. Incumbent's commission expired August 30, 1926.

Franklin H. Sheldon to be postmaster at Middleport, N. Y., in
place of F. H. Sheldon. Incumbent’s commission-expires Janu-
ary 11, 1827,

Samuel W. Berry to be postmaster at Maybrook, N. Y., in
placée of 8. W. Berry. Incumbent’s commission expired January
4, 1927.

John R. Baldwin to be postmaster at Livingston Manor,
N. Y., in place of J. R. Baldwin. Incumbent's commission ex-
pires January 11, 1927.

John L. Mahalish to be postmaster at Hillburn, N. Y,, in
place of J. L. Mahalish, Incumbent's commission expires Jan-
uary 11, 1927 .

Wilbur 8. Oles to be postmaster at Delhi, N. Y., in place of
W. 8. Oles. Incumbent's commission expires January 11, 1927.

Wright B. Drumm to be postmaster at Chatham, N. Y., in
place of W. B. Drumm. Incumbent’s eommission expires Jan-
nary 12, 1927.

Guy M. Lovell to be postmaster at Camillus, N. Y., in place
of G. M. Lovell. Incumbent’s commission expires January 12,
1927.

_ NORTH CAROLINA

David Smith to be postmaster at Whiteville, N. C., in place

of David Smith. Incumbent’s commission expires January 11,

1927.

Otis P. Brower to be postmaster at Liberty, N. C., in place
of 0. P. Brower. Incumbent’s commission expires January 11,
1927,

Blanche S. Wilson to be postmaster at Warsaw, N. C, in
place of B. 8. Wilson. Incumbent's commission expires Janu-
ary 10, 1927,

Samuel 8. Weir to be postmaster at Kings Mountain, N. C.,
in place of 8. 8. Weir. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu-
ary 10, 1927, it
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. James E. Correll to be postmaster at China Grove, N. C., in
I :;ln‘l)aa;a ggfﬁ J. E. Correll. Incumbent’s commission expires January
Ulysses C. Richardson to be postmaster at Asheboro, N. C.,
in place of U. C. Richardson. Incumbent’s commission expires
January 10, 1927,
NORTH DAKOTA

Grace Anderson to be postmaster at Selfridge, N. Dak. Office
became presidential October 1, 1924,

Minnie Alexander to be postmaster at Sherwood, N, Dak., in
place of Minnie Alexander. Incumbent's commission expired
February 20, 1926.

Desha V. Poland to be postmaster at Parshall, N. Dak., in
{ place of D. V. Poland. Incumbent’s commission expired Febru-

ary 9, 1926.

David L. Rourke to be postmaster at Osnabrock, N. Dak., in
| place of D. L. Rourke. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu-
| ary 8, 1927.

Harry M. Pippin to be postmaster at Halliday, N. Dak., in
place of H. M. Pippin. Incumbent’s commission expired Decem-
ber 22, 1925.

Jacob A. Phillips to be postmaster at Cleveland, N. Dak.,
in place of J. A. Phillips. Incumbent’s commission expires
Janunary 9, 1927,

OHIO

Mary E, Lee to be postmaster at Westerville, Ohio, in place
;195231 E. Lee. Incumbent's commission expired December 4,

Robert L. Nelson to be postmaster at Senecaville, Ohio, in
place of R. L. Nelson. Incumbent's commission expired Sep-
tember 14, 1926.

Roy Heap to be postmaster at St. Marys, Ohio, in place of
Roy Heap. Incumbent’s commission expires January 5, 1927,

Mayme Pemberton to be postmaster at Roseville, Ohio, in
place of Mayme Pemberton. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 30, 1926.

Leonidas A. Smith to be postmaster at Ridgeway, Ohio, in
glace 92%{ L. A. Smith. Incumbent’s commission expired May

1 4 .
ur G. Williams to be postmaster at Perrysburg, Ohio,
in place of A. G. Williams. Incumbent’s commission expires
Janunary 10, 1927, -

Henry H. Harvey to be postmaster at Kenton, Ohio, in place
% PIIBQEI Harvey. Incumbent’s commission expired December

George H. Lewis to be postmaster at Geneva, Ohio, in place
%2(?}. H. Lewis, Incumbent’s commission expires January 5,

William H, Taylor to be postmaster at Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio,
in place of W. H. Taylor. Incumbent's commission expires
January 12, 1927.

Howard B. Kurtz to be postmaster at Conneaut, Ohio, in
place of H. B. Kurtz. Incumbent’s commission expires January
5, 1927.

Samuel F. Rose to be postmaster at Clarington, Ohio, in
place of 8. F. Rose. Incumbent’s commission expired September
12, 1926.

Herbert Newhard, sr., to be postmaster at Carey, Ohio, in
place of Herbert Newhard, sr. Incumbent’s commission ex-
pires January 12, 1927,

Warren H. Smiley to be postmaster at Cardington, Ohio, in
place of W. B, Smiley. Incumbent's commission expires Janu-
ary 5, 1927. -

Edward C. Anderson to be postmaster at Blanchester, Ohio,
in place of B. 0. Anderson. Incumbent’s commission expires
January 5, 1927.

OKLAHOMA

Robert B. Morford to be postmaster at Lawton, Okla., in
place of R. B. Morford. Incumbent's commission expired Jan-
uary 4, 1927.

Henry W. Hoel to be postmaster at Jennings, Okla,; in place
of H. W. Hoel. Incumbent’s commlission expires January 10,
1927.

OREGON

Annie 8. Clifford to be postmaster at Molalla, Oreg., in place
of A. 8. Clifford. Incumbent's commission expires January 13,
1927.

Adam H. Knight to be postmaster at Canby, Oreg., in place
of A. H. Knight. Incumbent’s commission expired January 3,
1927.

George O. Stephens to be postmaster at Arlington, Oreg, in

uary 13, 1927,
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place of G. C. Stephens. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan-
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William A. McMahan to be postmaster at West Pitisburg, Pa.,
in place of W. A. McMahan, Incumbent’s commission expired
December 28, 1926.

Sara B. Coulter to be postmaster at Wampum, Pa., in place
of 8. B. Coulter. Incumbent’s commission expired December

, 1926,

Frederick M, Adam to be postmaster at Temple, Pa., in place
of F. M. Adam. Incumbent's commissioy expires January 8,
19217,

Joseph L. Roberts to be postmaster at Sharon, Pa., in place
of J. L. Roberts, Incumbent's commission expired December
28, 1926.

Franklin H. Bean to be postmaster at Quakertown, Pa., in
place of F. H. Bean. Incumbent’s commission expires January
15, 1927.

Paul C. Rupp to be postmaster at Pitcairn, Pa., in place
of P. C. Rupp. Incumbent’s commission expires January 5,
1927,

H. Stanley Drake to be postmaster at Norristown, Pa., in
place of H. 8. Drake. Incumbent's commission expired June
30, 1926.

Samuel H. Bubb to be postmaster at McClure, Pa., in place
of S. H. Bubb. Incumbent's commission expires January 8,
1927.

Effie P. Corts to be postmaster at Karns City, Pa., in place
of E. P. Corts. Incumbent's commission expired December 20,
1926,

William T. Cruse to be postmaster at Derry, Pa., in place
of W. T. Cruse. Incumbent’s commission expires January 8,
1927,

Harvey A. McKillip to be postmaster at Bloomsburg, Pa., in
place of H. A. MecKillip. Incumbent's commission expires Jan-
unary 8, 1927,

SOUTH CAROLINA

Mary C. Price to be postmaster at Whitmire, 8. C., in place
of Davis Duncan, deceased.

Mortimer R. Sams to be postmaster at Jonesville, 8. C., in
place of M. R. Sams. Incumbent's commission expires January
9, 1927. /

Alonzo D. Webster to be postmaster at Orangeburg, S. O,
in place of D. K. Dukes. Incumbent’s commission expired
August 5, 1926, .

BOUTH DAKOTA

Matt Flavin to be postmaster at Sturgis, 8. Dak., in place
of Matt Flavin. Incumbent's commission expires January 9,
1927,

Benjamin R. Stone to be postmaster at Lead, 8. Dak., in
place of B. R. Stone. Incumbent’s commission expires January
9, 1927.

Gunnell M. Gorder to be postmaster at Frederick, 8. Dak.,
in place of G. M. Gorder. Incumbent’s commission expired
December 9, 1926.

Solomon Hoy to be postmaster at Fort Pierre, 8. Dak., in
place of Solomon Hoy. Incumbent's commission expired Jan-
uary 4, 1927,

TENNESSEE

Conley Colling to be postmaster at Morristown, Tenn., in
place of Conley Collins. Incumbent's commission expires Jan-
uary 9, 1027.

Everett R. Doolittle to be postmaster at Madison, Tenn., in
place of E. R. Doolittle, Incumbent's commission expired
March 24, 1926,

TEXAS

TRobert H. Rhodes to be postmaster at Waelder, Tex., in place
of R, H. Rhodes. Incumbent's commission expires January 12,
1927.

Mary A. Haskell to be postmaster at Stockdale, Tex., in place
of M. A. Haskell. Incumbent's commission expires January
b, 1927.

Oscar O. Ashenhust to be postmaster at Lorena, Tex., in
place of O. O. Ashenhust. Incumbent’s commission expires
January 12, 1927,

Sidney O. Hyer to be postmaster at Frost, Tex., in place of
8. 0. Hyer. Incumbent's commission expires January 9, 1927.

Rebecca White to be postmaster at Carbon, Tex., in place
of Rebecca White. Incumbent's commission expired Decem-
ber 23, 1926.

Minnie I. Landon fo be postmaster at Burnet, Tex., in
place of M. L. Landon. Incumbent's commission expires Jan-
uary §, 1927.

Charles A, Ziegenhals to be postmaster at Bastrop, Tex.,
in place of C. A, Ziegenhals. Incumbent's commission expires
January 15, 1927.
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UTAH

Arcet L. Harris to be postmaster at Richmond, Utah, in
place of A. L. Harris. Incumbent’s commission expires Jan-
nary 9, 1927,

George M. Jones to be postmaster at Richfield, Utah, in place
%2%}. M. Jones. Incumbent’s commission expired January 4,

Arza C. Page to be postmaster at Payson, Utah, in place
;5 2;1 C. Page. Incumbent’s commission -expires January 9,

Porter A, Clark to be postmaster at Parowan, Utah, in
place of P. A. Clark. Incumbent's commission expired De-
cember 16, 1926,

VERMONT

Frank E. Howe to be postmaster at Bennington, Vt, in
place of F. E. Howe. Incumbent's commission expires January
12, 1927,

i VIRGINIA

S. Clyde Bliss to be postmaster at Farmville, Va., in place
of 8. C. Bliss. Incumbent’s commission expires January 11,

William H. Ruebush to be postmaster at Dayton, Va., in
place of W. H. Ruebush. Incumbent’s commission expires
January 11, 1927,

Robert P. Dickenson to be postmaster at Dante, Va., in place
:(llg 2% N, Booth, Incumbent’s commission expired September 22,

Edwin L. Toone to be postmaster at Boydton, Va., in place
gg??. L. Toone. Incumbent's commission expires January 8,

Haynie 8. Robertson to be postmaster at Blackstone, Va.,
in place of H. S. Robertson. Incumbent's commission expires
January 8, 1927,

WASHINGTON

Charles E. Rathbun to be postmaster at Pomeroy, Wash.,
in place of C. E. Rathbun. Incumbent's commission expires
January 11, 1927,

William R. Cox to be postmaster at Paseco, Wash., in place
%27 W. R. Cox. Incumbent's commission expired Janunary 3,

Walter L. Cadman to be postmaster at Dayton, Wash., in
place of W, L. Cadman. Incumbent’s commission expires Janu-
ary 11, 1927.

WEST VIRGINIA

Eva Lucas to be postmaster at Tralee, W. Va., in place of
J. C. Smith, resigned.

Horatio S. Whetsell to be postmaster at Kingwood, W. Va.,
in place of H. S. Whitsell. Incumbent’s commission expires
Jannary 13, 1927.

WISCONSIN

Otto A. Ol=on to be postmaster at Star Prairie, Wis. Office
became presidential July 1, 1926,

Henry F. Delles to be postmaster at Port Washington, Wis.,
in place of J. H. Kaiser, jr., resigned.

Clarence J. Fieweger to be postmaster at Kimberly, Wis., in
place of W. H. Fieweger, deceased.

Gerrit J. Vredeveld to be postmaster at Friesland, Wis.
Office became presidential July 1, 1926.

Anna J. Johnson to be postmaster at Fairwater, Wis. Office
became presidential July 1, 1926.

Anuie E., Nelson to be postmaster at Dresser Junction, Wis,
Office became presidential July 1, 1926.

Joseph W. Jacobson to be postmaster at Dane, Wis. Office
became presidential October 1, 1924,

Paul Mlodzik to be postmaster at Cudahy, Wis., in place of
M. J. Heffron, removed.

Imogene Croghan to be postmaster at Cascade, Wis. Office
became presidential July 1, 1926.

Peter E. Korb to be postmaster at Boyd, Wis, in place of
C. A. Nelson, removed.

Ora C. Thompson to be postmaster at Argyle, Wis, in place of
F. C. Muenich, resigned.

Hall L, Brooks to be postmaster at Tomahawk, Wis., in place
of E{sz}?: Brooks. Incumbent’s commission expired September
22,

Louis C. Currier to be postmaster at Stoughton, Wis., in place
og Oi?z% Torgeson. Incumbent’s commission expired February
15, 1926.

Herman Graskamp to be postmaster at Oostburg, Wis., in
place of John Theune. Incumbent's commission expired Oecto-
ber 3, 1925.

Charles S. Brent to be postmaster at Oconomowoe, Wis., in
place of C. 8. Brent. Incumbent’s commission expired Angust
14, 1926,
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Edward V. Snider to be postmaster at Mosinee, Wis., in place
of B. 8. Burnett, Incumbent's commission expired March 7,
1926. i
Ethel F. Pilgrim to be postmaster at Menomonee Falls, Wis,,
in place of H: W. Graser. Incumbent’s commission expired
April 7, 1926.

William Kotvis to be postmaster at Hillsboro, Wis., in place
of Willilam Kotvis. Incumbent's commission expired Aungust
12, 1926.

Otto C. Nienas to be postmaster at Camp Douglas, Wis,, in
?lace ggé 0. C. Nienas., Incumbent’'s commission expired August

2, 1926.

Lyle H. Nolop to be postmaster at Alma Center, Wis,, in place

of L. H. Nolop. Incumbent’s commission expired July 26, 1926.

CONFIRMATIONS
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate January j, 1927
COMMIBSIONER OF IMMIGRATION
John P, Johnson to be commissioner, port of Boston, Mass.
UNITED STATES ATTORNEYS

Lindsay B. Phillips to be attorney for the western district of
Tennessee,
Stanley M. Ryan to be attorney for the western district of
Wisconsin.
Uxn1TED STATES MARSHAL

Andrew J. Russell to be marshal for the western district of
Arkansas.
Junce oF MuxniciPAL CoURT oF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

George O. Aukam to be judge of the municipal court, District
of Columbia.
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY

To be commanders

Harold T. Smith.
Mark L. Hersey. ¥

To be lieutenant commanders

William M. Fechteler. Archibald N. Offiey.
Charles A. Baker, Richard L. Conolly.
Byron S. Dague. William A. Corn.
Alfred P. I. Tawresey. Thomas L. Nash.
John H. Buchanan. Edwin T. Short.
Herman A. Spanagel, John B. W. Waller.
Joseph R. Redman. Thomas J. Doyle, jr.
Theodore D. Westfall. Alexander R. Early.
Theodore D. Ruddock. Vincent A. Clarke, jr.
William K. Harrill, Kemp C. Christian.
Alfred H. Balsley. Benjamin F. Perry.
William E. Malloy. Richard W. Bates.
Greene W. Dugger, jr. James M. Shoemaker,
John M. Creighton. Gerard H. Wood.
Charles D. Swain. Melville C. Partello.
Edmund W. Burrongh. Robert 0. Glover.
Albert H. Rooks. Archie E. Glann.
Byron B. Ralston. Edward E. Hazlett, jr.
Thomas N. Vinson. John C. Lusk.
Herbert J. Ray. George P. Lamont.
John G. Moyer.

To be lieutenants
Kenneth O, Caldwell. John A. McDonnell,
Marshall A, Anderson. James A, Crocker.
Elmer 8. Stoker. Harold Coldwell.
John B. Lyon. Paul R. Sterling.
Campbell Cleave. Benjamin N, Ward.
William E. Miller. Ferguson B. Bryan,
Charles M. Abson. William G. Livingstone,
James H. Doyle. Frederick R. Buse.
Harry E. Padley. Charles L. Hutton.
Neill D. Brantly. Allan D. Blackledge.
Charles D. Murphey. Thomas H. Binford.
Elmer F. Helmkamp. Thomas T. Craven.
William P. Hepburn. Perley B. Pendleton.
Jim T. Acree. Walton W, Smith.
Charles L. Surran . Richard P. Glass.
George B. Cunningham. Hance C. Hamilton.
Solomon 8. Isquith, John V., McElduff,
Edwin C, Bain. Khem W. Palmer.
Norman 8. Ives. David A. Hughes.
Balley Connelly. Hilyer F. Gearing.
Edward H. Doolin. William Butler, jr.
William Hibbs, Jesse G. Johnson.
Marvin H. Grove. Joseph J. Rochefort.
Gyle D. Conrad. Andrew T. Lamore.
Clayton S. Isgrig. Arthur 8. Billings,
Philip BR. Kinney. Frank A Davis,
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To be lieuienant (junior grade)
Peter W. Haas, jr.
To be dental zurgeons
FEugene LeR. Walter. Walter Rehrauer.
Eric G. Hoylman. Harry L. Kalen.
Andrew L, Burleigh. Philip H. MacInnis,
Joseph A. Kelly.
To be pay director
William L. F. Simonpietri.

To be passed assisiant paymasters
William 8. Cooper.
Christian P. Schwarz.
John N. Silke.

To be naval constructors
Russell 8, Hitchcock, Douglas W, Coe
Arthur C. Miles, Norborne L. Rawlings.
Sidney E. Dudley. Homer N. Wallin.
Grover C. Klein. Joseph W. Fowler.
Frederick E. Haeberle. William J. XMalone.
Edmund E. Brady, jr. Lawrence B. Richardson.
Andrew I. McKee. Ralph 8. McDowell.
Henry R. Oster. John D. Crecca.
Theodore L. Schumacher. William C. Wade.

To be civil engineers

Andrew G. Bisset.
Theron A. Hartung.
Herbert . Bear.

Fritz C. Nyland,
Ira P. Griffen.
Lewis N, Moeller.
Carl H. Cotter,

To be chief gunners
William M. Coles,
To be chief machinist
John R. Rayhart. 3
To be chief pay clerks

Joseph L. Formans.
Charles A. Young.

Michael J. Jones.

PoSTMASTERS
CALIFORNTA
Frederick Weik, Glendora.
PENNSYLVANIA

George Nuckid, Lyndora.
Stephen J. Downs, Union City.

WITHDRAWAL

Ezxecutive nomination twithdrawn from the Senale January
4, 1927

POSTMASTER
FLORIDA

William L. Clarke, jr.,, to be postmaster at Naples in the
State of Florida.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuespay, January 4, 1927

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered
the following prayer:

Almighty God, our heavenly Father, Thy love is infinitely
broader than the measure of man’'s mind; and how much we
thank Thee, blessed Lord, that we are still within the shadow
of Thy care. To-day is another blessing for each of us, and
may good thoughts and wise words be the issues of our lives.
Enlarge the range of our understanding and give us a deep
concern for the things which are related to our country's
welfare. In Thy light may we see light and strive for the
highest good. Do Thou bless and direct the Members of this
Chamber that they may honor the land which has honored
them. In every way may we labor for the best possible
results by being the best possible men. For Thy name's sake.
Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and
approved. :
- BOBRIETY OF MEMBERS OF CONGRESS

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
to address the House for five minutes.
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The SPEAEKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks
unanimous consent to address the House for five minutes.
Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. UNDERHILL. Mr, Speaker, in the debate of yesterday
the statement was made by one of the Members from New York
that “ many Members of Congress drink to excess.” 1 suppose
he referred to intoxicating liquor. It does not appear in the
Recorp in that langmage. The REecorp can be corrected or
changed, but it does appear in the columns of the press and will
probably be reported all over this Nation in the language as
quoted. That statement is not only a reflection unpon every
Member of Congress but is an indictment of every Member of
Congress.

In the few moments I have I want to briefly give my ex-
perience gince I have been a Member of the House in as calm
a manner as my indignation will permit. I have been a Mem-
ber of this bedy for six years. During that time I have been a
constant attendant upon the meetings of the House, I have
never seen but one Member on the floor of this Chamber under
the influence of liquor and he only served one term. He was
defeated for reelection. I have never in the corridors of the
House Office Building seen but four other Members of this body
under the influence of liquor. Two of those men are dead and
the other two are not Members of the present body. I have
lived during those six years at a hotel where an average each
vear of 100 Members of Congress make their abode during the
session, and there day or night—and sometimes I am up rather
late at night—I have never seen one single Member of Congress
enter the'doors of that hotel or leave the doors of that hotel
under the influence of liquor.

I probably know as many Members of this body as any Mem-
ber of Congress. Most of them I can call by their first name,
and T count them all friends of mine, I have been the guest
of many of them in their homes and at private dinner parties.
I have yet to see liguor served on any of those occasions. I do
not believe there is another body of 435 men, drawn from all
walks of life, who indulge less in intoxicating liquors than the
Members of this House. [Applause.] Even the comparative
few who advocate a change in the Volstead law are not men
who drink to excess or become intoxicated. No matter how
enthusiastic those men may have been with reference to the
principle involved or their opposition to the act I have never
seen them in any way, shape, or manner under the influence
of intoxicants,

Now, Mr. Speaker, we can not prevent the paragraphers of
the press, we can not prevent the cheap comedian on the stage,
we can not prevent the so-called humorist from casting asper-
sions and reflections upon this representative body, but each
and every one of us can be jealous not only of our own reputa-
tion but of the reputations of our colleagues and of the people
whom we represent. We can refrain from making such state-
ments, and we can refute such statements as were made on the
floor of this House yesterday.

I have not indulged in any of the controversies with refer-
ence to the benefits or the evils which have come to us from
the eighteenth amendmeunt. I try to live as I vote, and I
believe the majority of the Members of this House do like-
wise. There are enough sins of omission and commission by
Congress which may be severely criticized, If predicated upon
fact and not upon fiction, no one will welcome or justify such
criticisms sooner than I, but I want to spread upon the
records of this House—and I trust the newspapers will give
as much prominence to this statement as they have to the
other one—that that statement made yesterday is an absolute
and unqualified falsehood. [Applause.]

MALADMINISTRATION OF INDIAN BUREAU

Mr. FREAR., Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the Recorp on the subject of Indian
welfare.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp on the
subject of Indian welfare, Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. FREAR. Mr. Speaker, on several occasions I have dis-
cussed before the House many instances of gross injustice perpe-
trated on the American Indian under existing maladministra-
tion by the Indion Bureau. Many of these Indians are of a
high order of intelligence and education. Due to their splendid
patriotism during the World War, when thousands enlisted in
the American Army and fought at the side of their white broth-
ers under the same flag, Congress gave to all American Indians
full rights of citizenship. Under the law such rights belong to
them to-day.
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In different speeches I have pointed out specific charges of
mistreatment of the Indians throungh bureauncratic despotism
formd_ nowhere else in the world. These facts, rarely denied or
explained, were presented by me for the purpose of securing a
congressional investigation that will investigate actual condi-
tions now prevailing among the Indians and obtain a construc-
tive legislative program for Indian development to displace T0
years of hopeless Indian Burean control.

The only serious offense lodged against the American Indian of
to-day must be an offense of color, for no white man, black man,
brown man, or yellow man in this country is subjected to the
same control of person and property exercized over 225,000
Indians by the Indian Bureau. Indian property reported by
the burean to be valued at $1,600,000,000 is absolutely controlled
and managed by this despotic bureau without right of eourt
review or of any of the constitutional rights possessed by all
other American citizens. This is based on a strange despoti-
cally administered practice wherein all such Indians are
declared *incompetent” by the bureau and while so held are
unable to eare for their property.

Without right to have their “competency " reviewed by any
court or the administration of their property reviewed by any
court these 225,000 Indians are completely helpless and de-
prived of constitutional rights and privileges enjoyed by all
other citizens. Not in far-away Russia, India, or China but in
22 States of this country are such conditions found.

More serious than any property rights unjustly taken from
these American citizens, the Indian Bureau, through its agents
and $10-a-month Indian “judges” appointed by the agents, ille-
gally and despofically, without warrant of law, arrests and
imprisons, sometimes with ball and chain, Indians who are
deprived of rights of attorney, jury, bail, appeal to any court,
or constitutional privileges possessed and exercised by every
other American citizen, Such instances I have heretofore de-
scribed to the House.

HIGHWAY ROBBERY APPROVED BEY THE INDIAN BUREAD

Specific charges of *highway robbery” of different Indian
tribes have been placed before the House in cases where I
now have personal knowledge of the facts, and I point out,
among others, the $100,000 Navajo Indian Tribe reimbursable
charge for a white-tourist bridge, of no possible value to In-
dians, that was vrged through Congress by the Indian Bureau.
Equally indefensible charges have been made against the Pima
and San Juan Indians, involving in these three recent cases
alone with proposed highways upward of a million dollars, which
are indefensible liens levied against these tribes that had no
knowledge of the pendency of such legislation and were unrep-
resented before Congress, excepting by the Indian Bureau.
“ Highway robbery " of Indians is a term used in debate by Sen-
ators when discussing the Navajo bridge fraud. It is equally
descriptive of other frauds on Indians to which I shall refer,

Neglect of health, startling mortality conditions among cer-
tain Indian tribes that frequently are alleged to be without
sufficient food to sustain life, are among charges made that
have not been answered or explained by the present Indian
Bureaun. A congressional investigation alone can develop facts
that ought to be known by Congress and given to the country,
with constructive proposals looking to the betterment of the
American Indian.

A ““RESEARCH COMMITTEE ” APPOINTED BY THOSE TO BE INVESTIGATED

Smarfing under criticisms and endeavoring to cover up a
long record of Indian mistreatment, the Indian Bureau under
Commissioner Burke has persuaded Secretary Work to name a
“research committee” to investigate the bureaun. Secretary
Work's own course in recommending the Navajo Bridge to Con-
gress shows his own ignorance of bureau methods or, if known,
a consent that deserves equal condemnation to that merited by
the despotic Indian Bureau.

Any committee so named by him under the guidance of
Indian Bureau officials, from the commissioner to his army
of reservation agents and employees, will be steered past the
neglect and mistreatment found among many tribes and will
be shown beantiful bridges, beautiful -highways, beautiful
nonresident Indian schools, and tables of beautiful bureaun
statistics that have in their shadows a story of neglect and
oppression not to be whitewashed by any fairly selected con-
gressional committee, Such a committee from Congress Com-
missioner Burke fears will be “partisan.” If partisan suffi-
ciently to give the American Indians a fair deal and reveal the
present despotic system of illegal, unjust, and neglectful Indian
Bureaun control, then such “ partisanship” should be welcomed.

Again, I repeat that in no civilized country the world over
is an intelligent, moral, and exceptionally well-behaved people
kept in such absolute subjection of person and property as are
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our American Indians. Neither has autocracy ever measured
up to the present unchallenged control of our Indian citizens
exercised by the Indian Bureaun, aided by its army of em-
ployees and, not to be forgotten, its $10-per-month Indian judges.

SPECIFIC CHARGES OF MALFEASANCE BY THE INDIAN BUREAU

Charges definite and certain were made in speeches of Febru-
ary 4, March 4 and 23, and April 23 of gross malfeasance on the
part of Indian Burean officials, and an investigation by Congress
asked for to get the facts, and to secure some constructive legis-
lation for the benefit of a large army of the Nation’s Indian
wards who have been given their citizenship by Congress. In
these speeches, with affidavits and facts presented, I have tried
as far as possible to avoid needless duplication.

At the beginning of the Sixty-ninth Congress I was informed
by Republican Leader TiLsox that my experience in Congress
ghonld be useful in helping to improve the Government's treat-
ment of Indians and that I was given an assignment on the
Indian Committee for that reason, This assignment was made
without prior knowledge or request on my part.

Believing that the assignment called for real service, and that
such was the purpose of the transfer, I have given some study
to the subject of Indian welfare, consulting works of former
Indian commissioners, and whatever investigations or other
reports were available. Needless to say I have had no personal
prejudices and no purpose at any time to misrepresent the per-
son or the administration of Indian Commissioner Burke or any
of his subordinates, or of his superior, Secretary of the Interior,
Doctor Work. On the other hand, I have not hesitated to ex-
pose conditions concerning Indian affairs exactly as found, al-
though some official might thereby be called upon to explain
negiect or misconduct of the Indian Bureau's administration.

Withont any request for the committee assignment, as stated,
I have carried out my duties on the Indian Commiitee as I
conceived them to be. Possibly this statement is needless fo
make, becanse Commissioner Burke in his “ defense” before
the Indian Committee very properly exonerated me from any
purpose to misrepresent, and further said he had no quarrel
with me, whom he termed his friend and former colleague.
That spirit is reciprocal. My work has been entirely imper-
sonal; and if in an effort to disclose intolerable conditions
among the Indians I retlect upon the Indian Bureau or any
official, it is immaterial to me whether the fault lies with
Commissioner Burke, his assistant Mr. Meritt, or any other
subordinate, or with Secretary Work, his superior, or whether it
is due to some predecessor, for I will not willingly misstate any
matter. On the other hand, I will give what I believe to be the
facts, whether they reflect upon the Indian Bureau or upon
Congress that, through ill-considered laws, allow such things to
exist.

A statement recently given to the press by Secretary Work,
“approved by Indian Commissioner Burke,” says that Doctor
Work has appointed another “commission of investigation?”
to study charges against the Indian Bureau, which commission
will report next year. If I believed that commission or any
other commissgion of like character so appointed would accom-
plish anything, or that the indescribable helplessness of the
Indians would be relieved by this bureau investigation of its
own affairs or by any similar body, I wounld await results,
No one experienced in such matters will place any confidence in
such an investigation.

From past experience I submit that it is only a temporary
makeshift to allay deserved criticism of bureau neglect and that
no needed relief for the Indians nor genuine reform in treat-
ment of these wards of the Government can ever come about
through such investigations by the Indian Bureau or by the
Department of the Interior or by any agency appointed or
recommended by either. No good reason, I submit, exists for
opposition by the bureau to a congressional investigation ex-
cepting a fear of baving its maladministration exposed.

OTHER COMMITTEES UNDER LIKE APPOINTMENTS

When Secretary Work was first appointed Secretary he ap-
pointed a committee of 100 to study Indian matters because of
serious criticisms then made against the Indian Bureau. The
commission, composed of estimable men, gave the kind of in-
vestigation that might be expected, although it is of record that
specific health recommendations were urged. Neither Secretary
Work nor Commissioner Burke nor their subordinates have
alleviated the health conditions of the Indians as recommended,
nor have recommendations of the committee to that end been
followed with legislation.

I submit it is the height of folly to have another investigation
by the bureau of itself. Any investigation to be of value must
come from Congress, and such an investigation I called for last
session, sefting forth charges of maladministration in the
Indian Office that then required and now invite a congressional
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investigation. Such an investization would properly conclude
with a constructive program for the betterment of the Indians—
a program that never will be accepted voluntarily by any bu-
rean which primarily seeks to perpetuate itself.

I learned upon my first visit to the Indian Committee of the
House that before any bill affecting Indians was taken up
by the committee for consideration it was first sent to the
Indian Bureau for its approval and that the report which came
back to the committee, signed by Secretary Work, generally
determined the fate of the bill. Only one bill opposed by the
Indian Bureau was passed by the House committee out of the
first 35 bills last session reported by that committee. In the
Senafe the bureau locked horns over that single bill. The
statements of Meritt, recently made before California audiences,
may be construed fairly as an ultimatum that no legislation dis-
approved by the czarlike Indian Bureau will be passed by Con-
gress,

THE INDIAN BUREAU’S CONTROL OF LEGISLATION

Out of several bills that I introduced that would have
given Indians or the courts of the country some slight
control over Indian property, all without exception were re-
jected by the Indian Bureau, and none ever reached the stage
of consideration by the House. Members of the House or
Senate will do well to act with eircumspection on Indian mat-
ters and not offend the Indian Bureau if they have bills to
propose for the relief of Indians in their States. That prepos-
terous situation I learn has long existed. I dm again presenting
facts that, if true, should cause every American, as a matter of
self-respect, to demand a new deal for the only real American
whose numbers have been decreased through disease, starva-
tion, and long-continued neglect. Those for whom the Govern-
ment is accountable in all the States, to the number of 225,000,
should be given the protection that is their due. When making
his reply to my charges of bureau inefliciency, neglect, and
illegal acts, Commissioner Burke said to the committee, on
April 10 last, on page 7 of the hearings:

I want at the outset to exonerate Mr, Frear from having possibly
made some misleading statements, and statements that are inaccurate,
and perhaps not true, because it is very apparent that he has made
no study of the subject. * * *

- L . *

. L]

After three hours uninterrupted attempted “ defense” by
Indian Commissioner Burke before the Indian Affairs Commit-
tee, and the refusal of the committee to give Secretary Collier,
of the Indian Defense Association, any right to reply, I reiter-
ated in the House that Mr, Burke's Indian Bureau defense
was practically a case of confession and avoidance and that he
admitted some of the most important charges, and by his
silence and failure to deny had admitted certain other charges
of malfeasance laid against the Indian Bureau.

PERSONAL EXOWLEDGE OF INDIAN BUREAU INJUSTICE

The statement made by Indian Commissioner Burke last ses-
sion that I was without personal knowledge of Indians or of the
field work of the Indian Bureau was fairly well taken at the time,
as is the statement of an attorney that the opposing counsel is
without personal knowledge of a case under consideration, ex-
cepting as it may come to him from reputable witnesses. How-
ever, I accepted the criticism as fairly made that I was not
personally a gualified witness to speak of some of the facts set
forth in my charges. To meet that criticism, between Septem-
ber 12 and October 22 last, I drove 4,480 miles in an automobile,
visiting some 20 Indian reservations, consulting with many
Indian Bureau employees and with hundreds of Indians. In
one council meeting of several that were held I met about 75
Indian duly selected delegates representing over 8,000 Indians.
At Taos and at Zuni, and other places, I talked through inter-
preters with smaller couneils, and in the fairly extended travels
mentioned I discussed Indian conditions also with many white
persons, who were neither connected with the Indian Bureau
nor with any Indian tribes nor with any Indian Defense Asso-
ciations.

I tried to get the facts, and the facts are bad enough without
coloring. Only a few of these facts that deserve careful probe
by a competent commiftee can be presented here,

Throughout this trip, made in company with John Collier,
secretary of the American Indian Defense Assoclation, I paid
my own personal expenses, whether traveling by car or train.
This statement is volunteered at the outset in order to explain
a freedom from obligation to anyone and that I did not use the
funds of any Indian association or any other organization for
my personal needs. These organizations, composed of splendid
men and women throughout the West, are interested in Indian
welfare, through knowledge of injustice practiced toward the
Indians that in some cases has reached appalling conditions
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because of disease and neglect. Of hundreds whom I met in
the various cities or other communities of the West connected
with such organizations many had personal knowledge of the
facts through their own visits among the different tribes. To
evidence the high character of the membership I quote from a
statement previously made to the House a few names of those
connected as responsible members of its board of directors with
one Indian defense society:

Dr. Haven Emerson, New York City (professor of public health
administration, Columbia University); Irving Bacheller, New York
City (novelist) ; Robert E. Ely (director of the Town Hall, New York
City) ; Mrs. H. A. Atwood, Riverside, Calif. (chairman Indian welfare
division, General Federation of Women's Clubs) ; William Allen White,
Emporia, Kans. (cditor) ; James Ford (professor, soclal ethics depart-
ment, Harvard University, Cambridge, Mass.) ; Elizabeth Shepley Ber-
geant, New York City (author and authority on Indians); Charles
F. Lummis, Los Angeles, Calif. (author and authority on Indians) ;
Rev. E. P. Wheeler, Avrora, Ill. (40 years a missionary among the
Indians) ; William Kent, Kentfield, Calif. (former Congressman) ; Dr.
Aurelin H. Reinhardt (president Mills College, Calif.) ; S8tewart Edward
White, San Francisco, Calif. (author) ; Dr. Walter M. Dickie, Berkeley,
Calif. (secretary California Board of Health); Dr. Wiliam Palmer
Lucas (professor pediatries, University of California) ; Edyth Tate
Thompson, Fresno, Calif. (secretary California Tuberculosis Associa-
tion) ; Dr. John R. Haynes (regent, University of California; member
Los Angeles Public Service Commission) ; Dr. Henry J. Ullman (presi-
dent American Legion, Santa Barbara, Calif,); Mrs. Mary Austin,
Santa Fe (author); James W. Young, Chicago; Fred M. Stejn, New
York City; Gertrude' Bonnin, Washington (president National Asso-
clation of American Indians) ; Jay B, Nash (professor, school of educa-
tion, New York University); Walter V. Woehlke, Ross, Calif.; Mrs.
Frank A. Gibson, Los Angeles; Mary J. Workman, Los Angeles, Calif.;
Rev. Father IRobert Lucey, Los Angeles, and Raymond K. Armsby,
Burlingame, Calif,

The national advisory board of the association includes Rey.
John A. Ryan, D. D., George Haven Putman, Henry W. Taft,
Adolph Lewisohn, Dr, John H. Finley, Dan C. Beard, George
Foster Peabody, Right Rev. Monsignor J. P. Chidwick, and
the Right Rev. W. C. Manning.

Many of these people, including Secretary Collier, have lived
among the Indians, know their conditions, and enjoy their
confidence.

From personal acquaintance with many of those I met in
Western States I am certain their interest in the American
Indian has been of great value to the Indians and to a limited
extent has exposed and opposed successfully legislation ap-
proved by the Indian Bureau which was calculated to bring
injury to these wards of the Government.

ADVERSE CRITICISM WHEN OF SERVICE

Let me further say that on my trip of nearly 4,500 miles
by antomobile I found Indian Burean employees, including
agents, physicians, and nurses, who talked freely when as-
sured their names would not be used, and some of the most
important facts learned came from such sources. Thanks to
Indian Commissioner Burke's speech before the Indian Com-
mittee that had been circulated throughout all Indian reser-
vations, it served a useful purpose, due to its personal criticisms
of myself and Secretary Collier, for the bureau employees
knew we were in no way connected with the bureau’s pur-
poses or policies and that they were in no danger of being
transferred with their families to distant reservations or of
losing their retirement-fund rights if the actual facts and their
sympathies were made known to us. Two or three agents
were noticeably hostile, and one of the latter declared every
Indian was worthless and undeserving of sympathy. Before
I could inquire on what facts he based that judgment he
added that, in his opinion, about all the whites were equally
worthless. This agent, however, was not as bad as he wished

to appear, for he thawed out before I left and told me of sev-.

eral praiseworthy things he, the agent, had donme for the
Indians,

Charges against Indian bureaucracy and the lack of any
Indian welfare constructive policy were, however, found nearly
everywhere we visited, with concessions oceasionally grudgingly
made by burean officials to meet specific criticisms which had
exposed indefensible conditions,

Based on my ftrip irrespective of personal study of reports
and other investigations I am prepared to say that I believe
every charge confained in my former request for an investi-
gation is substantially accurate even though previously made
in part from outside information. If Indian Commissioner
Burke and Mr, Meritt had not inferentially admitted some of
the charges and by their silence as to others impliedly ad-
mitted the truth of official malfeasance, the facts I have
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studied in the fleld are such that T reiterate every charge I
have made and offer to furnish witnesses in many cases who
are familiar with the facts.

CHARGES HERETOFORE MADE NOT AGAIN SET FORTH I[N DETAIL

In my request last spring for an investigation of the Indian
Bureau I made a dozen or more specific charges. In order to
present these and other charges against the Indian Bureau in
chronological order let me say that on February 4, last, I made
direct charges in the House of specific misrepresentation to
Congress by the Indian Bureau and malfeasance in the Indian
Office affecting a $100,000 reimbursable charge against the
Navajo Tribe last session, recommended by Secretary Work, on
the advice presumably of Commissioner Burke. That charge I
am prepared to say was, if anything, an understatement of the
situation. The facts are hardly believable but I am ready to
bring many witnesses, whites or Indians, who will support
Senator CAmERoN's assertion in debate that the bridge charge
is “ highway robbery ” of the Indians and also Senator BraTTox's
equally specific charge that the action of the Indian Bureau
in this case was “iniquitous.” Not one reputable witness, I
predict, will deny this indictment of the Indian Bureau's high-
way robbery of this tribe and of the bureau's misstatement of
facts to Congress when the bill was passed.

On March 4 I made in the House additional charges that
without any law or justification therefor the Indian Bureau,
through its agents, for years had jailed Indians, sometimes for
misdemeanors and occasionally with ball and chain punish-
ment. Such jailing was without any legal trial, without attor-
ney, without right to jury, without any rights to bail or appeal
to the courts, and against the protection to which these Indian
citizens are entitled under the Constitution. That charge was
supported by several Indians then in Washington.

On March 23 I made egually specific charges against the
Indian Bureaun for its attempt to force through Congress an
oil leasing bill on Indian lands so unjust and unprecedented
and against all Indian rights that on a mere statement of facts
the bureaun withdrew its efforts to press the 37% per cent Indian
tax provision that unjustly had previously passed both Houses
of Congress or any opposition to a just bill that eventually
passed both Houses but was vetoed by the President—not be-
cause of any lack of protection given to the Indians but because
of demands of other outside oil interests to be included in the
bill.

MISLEADING INDIAN BUREAU STATISTICS

Commissioner Burke has stated that $90,000,000 in money or
securities and $1,600,000,000 in property belonging to 225,000 In-
dians is held under the control of the Indian Bureau, notwith-
standing all adult Indians are full-fledged American citizens,
made such by act of Congress. This property, of course, is
unequally distributed and thousands of so-called incompetent
Indians are not far removed from starvation and are without
any property of material value from which to make a Hveli-
hood. During the past century most of the Indian tribes have
been pushed back into the mountains or onto desert land
where no white man could exist and where in many cases
Indians have been robbed of their prior water rights, necessary
to any use of the land.

When oil, minerals, or even exceptional bnilding stone has
been discovered in rare instances on Indian lands the watchful
white man has immediately been in readiness to dispossess
the Indian where possible to do so, and bureau agents have
often recommended such dispossession.

The Secretary of the Interior occupies the anomalous posi-
tion of being the head of the Bureau of Public Lands and of
the Indian Bureau and alse of the National Park Service.
Ag such head of the General Land Office, Secretary of the
Interior Fall sought to take from the Indians all oil and min-
eral rights contained in 22,000,000 acres of Executive-order
Indian reservations, In so doing, he endeavored fo take away
from the Indians, of whose property and persons he was pri-
marily the guardian, all oil and mineral rights from two-thirds
of their lands.

The Park Director is desirous of enlarging the national-park
area and is constantly urging that Indian lands adjoining
national parks, if usable for park purposes, shall be detached
and taken from the Indian and that approaches to parks across
Indian lands be made at their expense. His demands are made
upon the Secretary of the Interior, who is by law also the
official guardian of our Indian wards.

Between these two insistent factors always in Washington
and on the ground the Indian has no voice or influence except-
ing through the Indian Bureau and often it occurs that the
Indian Burean joins hands with either one or the other bureaus
engaged in robbing these wards of the Government. For years
these Indians have been kept helpless, and they are, under ex-
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isting conditions, to be kept helpless to the end of time for the
gelf-perpetuation of the Indian Bureau.
NO DECREASE IN “ INCOMPETENT ¥ INDIANS UNDER BURKE

In September, 1917, or seven years ago, Indian Commissioner
Sells testified before a House investigation committee that
290,000 “incompetent” Indians were under his care, although
9,000 others had been declared competent within the five or six
preceding years, Commissioner Sells also stated that the
“competency commission” then consisted of the local Indian
agent, a second man known as a special agent or official of
the Indian Bureau, and a third man appointed by the Secre-
tary of the Interior. These three men acted under the Indian
Commissioner, who had the power to move or remove two of
them at his pleasure. Six years thereafter the number of
restricted Indians had increased to 225,000, instead of decreas-
ing, as the Indian Office now states. During one year, from
1924 to 1925, the Indian property of these “ incompete'nts” in-
creased over $600,000,000, or more than 50 per cent increase,
during 1925, according to bureaun statistics.

The fallacy is equally apparent of the bureau's argument as
to per capita wealth of the American Indian. Such Indian
wealth is largely composed of a few oil wells belonging to cer-
tain Indians: of millions of acres of desert or unproductive
lands that no white man will live on or use; of timberlands
in some cases where the tribe’s timber, without their approval
or consent, is being wiped out with negro labor, as in the case
of the Apaches, not primarily for the benefit of the Indians
but to help support the Indian Bureau, with a loss in timber
supply as wasteful and improvident as the loss of our northern
pineries; and lastly, the Indian Bureau's case of per capita
wealth may be exposed by its own statistics to be little value
unless verified. The 225,000 incompetent Indians are credited
with a total wealth in 1924 of $1,052,849,047, and in 1926 that
enormous paper total is reported to have increased to
$1,656,046,550, or over 50 per cent in one year. Indian wealth,
like Indian census figures and Indian health statistics, should
be subjected to close serutiny.

WHO OWNS THE INDIANS' “ WEALTH"?

Practically the entire increase in wealth claimed by the
Indian Bureau is from oil wells in a limited district and wealth
that belongs to a small fraction of the total number of Indians,
Not 5 per cent of the total number of Indians probably have
reaped any benefit, direct or indirect, from the oil wells, yet
the camouflage proposition of wealth per capita is made to
cover starving Indians from Fort Peck Reservation, on the
Canadian border, to the Pimas, 2,000 miles distant in Arizona.

The discovery of oil in Oklahoma is of no more value to the
Fort Peck or Hopi or Piutes or Pimas or Klamaths than the
wealth of the Czar's family was to the Russian serf. A
$56,000,000 diamond crown for the Czar or a $1,100,000 Jackson
Barnett fortune made in Oklahoma oil divided by Commissioner
Burke between a mission and a kidnaping wife, with extras
to Attorneys McGuggan and Mott and others, by no possibility
can add one farthing to the wealth of the poverty-stricken Cali-
fornia Indians or to 95 per cent of nearly 200 other tribes that
have no more interest in nor right to any Oklahoma Indians' oil
wealth than they have to the diamonds in the Czar’s crown.

A bare statement of the case illustrates the specious, almost
childlike, wealth argument characteristic of Indian Bureau
methods of news releases when estimating inereases of Indian
property, increase in population, health statisties, and other
claims all sadly in need of authentic confirmation. Needless to
say I have no interest to serve other than that of the Indians
whom I believe to be grossly mistreated and misgoverned under
the present system. My statements at variance with the bu-
reau’s showing are based on what I believe to be more reliable
information than that gained through bureau *“statistics.”
They are offered primarily to induee Congress either in the
House or preferably in the Senate where investigations are
more easily had, and possibly more thorough, to give this sub-
ject of Indian misgovernment, for which Congress is primarily
responsible, the study, investigation, and legislation it impera-
tively needs. Statements by burean officials of increase in
Indian population are specious and misleading as will be readily
seen in an analysis that I shall offer later in my remarks. Con-
-ceding, however, for the sake of argument, that an element of
truth exists in either case, the charges of specific misuse of
property and of Indian persons repeatedly made have not been
answered. That is an issue that requires real investigation,

RESULTS OF INDIAN BURﬁAB CONTROL

One purpose in traveling through these reservations was to
study present methods of Indian control, and I submit that
the progress in constructive help since the days of the first
commissioner, Elbert Herrlng, in 1832, down to date, covering
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nearly a century, would make a turtle's pace a real marathon
race by comparison.

This is not accidental, for $1,600,000,000, the bureau Indian
property estimate, is a nice, juicy plum to control, and $90,-
000,000 in securities a fine sum of money to handle where no
responsibility exists for interest or investments and where no
board of directors can meddle and no judge can interfere as
in other cases of trusteeship or gunardianship. Yet starving
Indians are with us to-day, if sworn statements and reports
from authentic sources are to be believed.

I shall not attempt to cover any considerable portion of
complaints received against the Indian Bureau system, com-
plaints that go back for T0 years against a bureau that is petri-
fied or ossified and directly responsible for conditions among
the Indians of to-day. Often the bureau has openly joined with
white plunderers in despoiling the Indian. I am prepared to
submit evidence which must carry conviction to any unpreju-
diced mind that this is practiced to-day. Near the outset of
my 4,500 mile trip, which began in Montana, I met delegations
from Fort Peck, Flathead, and other tribes, including five
Indians who drove a Chevrolet car 500 miles, day and night,
to lay before me and others their charge that the Fort Peck
Indians living near the Canadian border were close to starva-
tion. Later on our trip I had reason to believe other tribes
were living on half rations or less and because of no fault on
their part, but due to mismanagement and mistreatment from
the Indian Bureau.

BTARVING INDIANS ONCE ATE DOGS AND HORSES—LITTLE FOOD NOW

I.asked one of the Fort Peck Indians, who impressed me with
his intelligence, honesty, and straightforwardness, to send a
sworn statement of conditions on that reservation. This he
has done, and as late as December 28, 1926, he swears to a
state of facts on his reservation that in itself should start a
congressional investigation. If we can get exercised over stary-
ing poor in China and Armenia, where we have no direct
responsibility for conditions, what will be said of our direct
responsibility for many tribes of Indians among whom poverty
like that set forth in this affidavit is common to all members
of the tribe? The affidavit just received is as follows:

STATE OF MONTANA,
County of Roosevell, ss:

Martin Mitchell, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says:
I am now 57 years of age, a member of the Fort Peck Assiniboine Tribhe,
born in Montana, and reside in the city of Wolf Point, Mont.

If we are poor to-day, it 1s not our fault; it 1s the Indian Bureau's
fault, If the Indian Bureau left us alone we would be better off.

In about 1880 these Indians (Assiniboines) were about 2,000 in
number, but to-day they are a little over 600. In about 1881 the
Indian Bureau gave orders to kill off all the buffalo; before the buffalo
were killed the Indians were all strong and healthy and no disease
among them. After the buffalo were all killed I remember the Indian
agent told the Indians, * Now your buffaloes are all killed and gone,
and now you have to stay here on the reservation, and we are going to
feed you,” and that winter it was a hard winter; the Indians were
starving, They gave us rations once a week—just enough to last one
day—and the Indians they started to eat their pet dogs; after they ate
all their dogs up they started to eat their ponies. All this time the
Indian Bureau had a warehouse full of grub; they stationed seven
Indian policemen at the door so the Indians could not gct at the food;
this all happened in the winter of 1883 and 1884, Some of the In-
dians—their whole families starved to death. Early that spring I saw
tha dead bodies of the Indians wrapped in blankets and piled up like
cordwood in the village of Wolf Point, and the other Indians were so
weak they could not bury their dead. What were left were nothing but
skeletons, I think the Indian Burean should have been prosecuted for
murder or manslaughter at that time. That was the hardest time
endured by the Assiniboine Indians sinee ecoming on this reservation.
Now I think we are about to go through the same thing.

About a year after .our hard times the Government issued a cow to
each of them; it was no time when every one of us had a pice bunch
of eattle. Every fall we used to ship a trainload of cattle to the mar-
kets in Chicago. We were happy, we had plenty, we had mnothing to
worry about. But this did not look good to the Indian Bureau; they
leased our reservation to a big cattle company against our will and
protest, In one year after that we were broke. We were flat broke
again. Then we sold a gravel pit to the railway company and we
got $2,000. Then we bought sheep with that money; 400 ewes, tribal
herd. We all pitched in and built sheds and put up the hay. Our
intentions were when we got about 5,000 head we were going
to divide up among the Indians and go into sheep business; that was
our intentions. When we got about 2,000 head, the Indlan Bureau
sold them all, and then they bought us some poor heifers and
we got one apiece; now we started in the cattle business; it was not
long when we had a bunch of cattle, every one of us; we were happy
again, Then the Indian Bureau leased our reservation to a big cattle
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outfit again and in one year we were all flat broke. So we do not
know what to do now if the Indian Bureau does things against our will
and keeps us broke all the time.

The way it looks to me we could be better off a hundred times with-
out the Indian Bureau.

It just puzzles me how these Indians are going to pull through this
winter; we had no crop and no hay; we had a per capita payment this
month, $30 apiece, but we were broke the next day, -The traders were
good enough to keep us from starving, and we gladly paid our bills.
Of course we did not all get the $30, because the Indian Bureau col-
lected as much as they could for reimbursable loans. Now, we can't
gtand it much longer under the present administration. The Indian
Bureau has got to change their system; they ought to reorganize it,
and if they do, first thing they ought to call in all the Indian inspec-
tors and pay them off. They are the ones who cause us all our
tronbles. They just go around whitewashing everything. The Gov-
ernment ecan't find out anything about the true conditions of the
Indians from those sports. You must have special inspectors if you
want to find out anything. Ever since I can remember there have been
over n thousand inspectors visited us; only one, F. E. Leupp, did the
right thing. He was sent by President Roosevelt,

If given opportunity, I will present more facts and evidence about
the hardships the Indlans would have to endure during this winter;
that possibly some of them would starve to death, unless aid was
extended to them. .

I know this is going to be pretty tough on me for making this
statement, but I must tell the truth and I don't care what they do
to me; I want to save my people.

MARTIN MITCHELL,

Subseribed and sworn to before me this 28th day of December, A: D.
1926.

C. L. RogEss,
Notary Public for the State of Montana.

Evidence of similar conditions among the Pimas, Klamaths,
and other tribes, I am assured, can be furnished to any congres-
sional investigating committee,

“ HIGHWAY ROBBERY " OF INDIANS BY THE BUREAU

I have stated that the Indian Commissioner has approved legis-
lative robbing of the Indians. I will not knowingly misstate any
case and so give specific facts that from personal examination
I now know to be true. Last session I protested in the House
vigorously against the passage of the £100,000 charge against
the Navajo Indians for a bridge at Lees Ferry. Senators in
debate then declared the charge to be “highway robbery” of
the Indians. They were right, in my judgment, in use of that
expression. ,

Secretary Work reported to Congress on this bridge that—

The bridge will furnish an important outlet for the Navajo Indians,
facilitating their communication with the whites and assisting them
in their progress to a more advanced civilization. In view of the fact
that they will derive great benefit from the proposed bridge, estimated
to equal the benefit which will be derived by the white settlers, it
would be reasonable that the $100,000 be made reimbursable to the
United Btates and remain a charge upon the lands and funds of these
Indians until paid.

It is no exaggeration to say that the statement quoted from
the report, which I assume Secretary Work signed unknow-
ingly, was absolutely false from beginning to end. The Indian
Bureau could not have been innocent, when it not only violated
its express duty to protect the Indians in their property rights
but suopported a successful effort to mislead Congress when
robbing this defenseless tribe. No Indian was ealled to Wash-
ington to testify before any committee,
the burean saw to it that none came to tell Congress the truth,

Last session Benator CaumEeroN, Republican, of Arizona, ealled
this act of the Indian Bureau *highway robbery.” In com-
pany with Senator Brarros, Democrat, of New Mexico, who
called it * an iniquity,” Camerox and a handful of Senators
Leld the bill up for many days, as I have heretofore stated,
although the imperative importance of a great appropriation
bill over other interests made its early passage necessary. All
of these facts I set forth in speech of April 23.

Not one Senator in debate gave any reason for the $100,000
bridge nor defended the brazen injustice to the Navajos that
results from the reimbursable charge, Not one employee of
the Indian Bureau, I submit, will offer any reasonable excuse
for the successful effort to deceive Congress. I will not repeat
evidence offered in my speeches in the House of February 4
and of April 23, wherein many witnesses were quoted against
the bridge who had personal knowledge of the farcical sad-
dling onto an Indian tribe of $100,000 in ordcr to help a
white tourist concern. These statements were not and can not
be successfully answered by the Indian Bureau. If the Indian
Burean would rob the Navajo Tribe of §100,000 for a bridge,
it would rob other Indians of a greater amount when given
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opportunity. This has been done by the present Indian Bureau,
as I am prepared to show, but first I wish to add some per-
sonal, definite knowledge of the character of the Lees Ferry
Navajo Bridge fraud that was put through Congress by gross
misrepresentation.

FACTS NOT PLACED BEFORE CONGRESS

This bridge is to be built across the Colorado River at'the
nearest point above the Grand Canyon where a bridge crossing
is practicable. The point selected is approximately 75 miles or
more above the Angel Trail, but due to the circuitous trail
necessary to reach the ferry landing, the distance from what is
known as the south rim to the north rim across the canyon by
way of Lees Ferry or the proposed bridge is not far from 200
miles, about equally distant on both sides from the ferry. After
driving in eur car south through Utah I drove from the north
rim of the canyon by the nearest route to Lees Ferry and
crossed the rope ferry over to the south side of the Colorado
and thence down to the nearest settlement, Tuba City. This
distance in miles seems trivial, but with the car used we fre-
quently drove 50 to 60 miles an hour on good roads. It took
from early morning until about 8 p. m. to cover the distance
across the ferry, because it was impossible to average much over
10 miles an hour during part of the way.

No other roads north of the Colorado or on the south side
connect at Lees Ferry or at any point within many miles of the
ferry that we observed. We were on the only road traveled. I
guote from the diary of the trip across the ferry made by me on
September 22 and written on the following day at Tuba City:

We left the north rim [of the eanyon] about 8 a. m. and drove about
45 miles to Jacobs Pool * * * From Jacobs Pool we drove about
65 miles to Lees Ferry. Only one settler was met about halfway to the
ferry. * * * During the last 35 miles of the drive to the ferry we
did not meet a soul on the read or see a tree or a single water hole.
It was deserted excepting for a few scattered cattle during the 35 miles.
Not a half dozen settlers live within 35 miles of the ferry, we were told.

We crossed at the ferry over the Colorado with Deputy Sheriff
Moon running the rope ferry. He said the place was the last hole
in creation. That he could handle all the traffic and averaged about
two cars a day ($3 each) during September.

We drove along the south side of the Colorado River for about
50 miles (on the Navajo Reservation), and it was as deserted for
the entire distance as on the north side, excepting toward the last
20 miles we stopped at two small traders’ shanties and saw several
small Navajo hogans (houses), but it was almost as bad as on the
north side, treeless and waterless, until near Tuba City, which we
reached about 8§ p. m,

NOT ONE INDIAN WITNESS CALLED BY THE BUREAU

Tuba “ city ” consists of a few reservation buildings, including
a school and one trader's store. No other stores or industries.
A small monthly pamphlet, published by the Indian Rights
Association (Ine.), Philadelphia, and edited by M. K. Sniffen,
contains the following in its October, 1926, number :

After visiting the proposed site for the Lees Ferry Bridge over the
Colorado River, in Arizona, the editor does not wonder that the Navajo
Indians object to having $100,000 of their funds used for its con-
struetion. Not an Indian lives within 25 miles of the site on the
reservation . side, and the nearest settlement across the river is
about 80 miles distant.

There is now no approach to the site, and if the bridge is ever huilt
it will be necessary to construct a road across the western part of
the Navajo Reservation that will cost not less than $300,000. It is
a white man’s proposition and no stretch of imagination can justily
using §100,000 from the Navajo funds for such purpose.

This subject wus discussed at the tribal couneil held at Fort De-
fiance in July, and while the Indilans were willing to have fungls
derived from oil bonuses and rentals used for reservation improvements
they were unanimously opposed to the Lees Ferry bridge scheme,

The Indian Rights organization is very conservative, rarely
questioning any action of the Indian Bureau, so the foregoing
is quoted to show that every witness familiar with the * high-
way robbery,” as it is called by Senator CAMERON, agrees that’
no Indians or whites live or can live anywhere near this bridge.
More significant, the Indians were “ unanimously opposed to the
Lees Ferry bridge scheme " put over by Secretary Work and the
Indian Bureau.

CONGRESS NEGLECTS ITS INDIAN WARDS, BUT IS ASKED TO GRAR THEIR
LAST DOLLARS FOR A TOURIST BRIDGE

Commissioner Sells felt some responsibility, which apparently
has been overlooked by present bureau officials, when he said,
on page 75 of the Snyder investigation of the Navajos living in
New Mexico and Arizona—

The Indians of the SBouthwest, including the Navajos, the Napes,
the Apaches, the Pimas, and the Papagoes have all been consider-
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ably neglected. They have had very little help from the Government.
* % * The Nayajos have gone through all sorts of trouble.

No Indian was ever called to Waghington when the bridge
fraud was perpetrated on the Navajo tribe and also on Con-
gress, which was misled into passing the bridge bill. With
about $900,000 reimbursable charges against the Navajo In-
dians by Congress on the recommendation of the Indian Burean,
we were advised last session that this tribe, the most back-
ward of any in the country according to the burean, had only
§116,000 with which to pay all debts shouldered onto the In-
dians by the bureau. The bureau's handling of reimbursable
charges will be referred to later,

Believing it important to disclose the character of such
charges recommended by the Indian Burean against its wards,
the Indians, I have searched for the truth in this Navajo case,
and from the tesfimony submitted by Senators in debate, also
from all the people we met within 50 miles and more of Lees
Ferry bridge, whites and Indians, I firmly believe no greater
fraud could have been perpetrated on Congress or against any
Indian tribe than this Lees Ferry reimbursable charge of
$100,000 against the Navajo Indians, with $300,000 more here-
after for roads and approaches to follow, all to be builf, without
shadow of doubt, for the white automobile tourist trade and
not one dollar really expended for the benefit of Indians. This
frand, begun in the Sixty-eighth Congress and completed this
year, is an evidence of Indian Bureau gross malfeasance and
other charges against Indians are equally indefensible.

CUTTING MEDICAL SUPPLIES TO BUILD WHITE TOURIST BRIDGES

It should be remembered that these Navajo Indians are in
great need of medical service, of education, and of the bare
necessities of life. For instance, the doctor at Tuba City,
nearly a hundred miles distant from the nearest railway station,
admitted he had 7,000 Indians under his care scattered over a
territory presumably 50 miles square or 2,500 square miles,
with only one nurse. His small requisition for necessary medi-
cal supplies of about $1,000 for 7,000 Navajo Indians, with
other medical applications, I understand, was cut in half by the
Indian Bureau. And that bureau approved and recommended a
charge of $100,000 azainst the Navajo Indians for a white
tourist bridge, with $300,000 more to follow if approaches are
built as stated by witnesses, yet cuts needed medical supplies.
Some of the information was not voluntarily given but a con-
gressional committee would have little difficulty in learing the
facts, .

Why would Senators, during debate, Republicans and Demo-
crats alike, familiar wlth the facts, charge the Indian Bureau
with highway robbery and swindling of Indians, unless it is
a fact, and if a fact why will Congress sit complacently by
and permit itself to be drugged by these same officials? That
question can not be lightly brushed aside when all witnesses
are practically a unit in denouncing the fraud on Congress as
well as on the Indians.

Commissioner Burke absolves himself from blame by shoulder-
ing it on the Secretary of the Interior when in his unigue
defense he said (p. 30) :

The Bureau of Indian Affairs does not conirol the estate of the
Indians. * * * [ want to say that we have at the head of that
department (Interior) a man from the West, who is a great physician,
big hearted, a man who has not only got red blood in him but a great
administrator, and I want to say to you that there will not be anything
happen while he is Secretary of the Interior that will do injustice to
the Indians.

How about this $100.000 Navajo bridge robbery item that
Secretary Work recommended to Congress, and the $300,000
more to come, and a $000,000 reimbursable charge now against
the Navajos, and, in fact, how about many other fraudulent
Indian bridge items. Did the red-blooded or blue-blooded Sec-
retary know what he signed when he sald the white settlers
and the Indians would be equally benefited by the Lees Ferry
Bridge and that $100,000 was a fair charge for Congress to
make against these Indians?

Did any Secretary of the Interior sign that recommendation
to Congress without * doing injustice to the Indians,” and with
his manifold duties did he know what he was signing when he
approved many other unjust bridge and irrigation items or
deals like the kidnaping marriage and division of Jackson
Barneft's $1,000,000 of property which the Indian Burean ap-
proved?

A RED-HANDED BUREAU UNDER A RED-BLOODED SECRETARY

I shall not attempt to fix the degree of responsibility to be
borne by the Secretary or by the Indian Bureau for these mat-
ters, but some one is responsible not only for what has been
done but for what will be done in the future, and Commissioner
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Burke's effort to escape responsibility by a eulogy of the Secre-
tary with “red blood” must not be taken too seriously.

In a speech made Febrnary 4, last, I said that from informa-
tion I had then received, bridges had been built across the
Rio Grande River on the San Juan and Cochiti Indian Reser-
vations- charged reimbursable against the Indians of those
pueblos, and on that oceasion I stated I was informed the
San Juan Indians did not use the bridge one-tenth as often
as white settlers who were given the use of the bridge at
the exclusive expense of the Indians. During Indian Com-
missioner Burke's “ defense” before the Indian Committee he
said he did not get the same information I had received from
others. When in New Mexico and Arizona I asked to cross the
San Juan Bridge and examine conditions for myself. This I did,
driving many miles for that purpose, and the only people cross-
ing the bridge while I was there were several Mexican settlers
living on the other side,  On my return to the neighboring Indian
village 1 asked the president of all the Pueblos—some 8,000 in
number—what proportion of Indians used the San Juan Bridge,
and he said he would ask the governor of the San Juan
Pueblo, which he did, repeating several questions I asked him to
answer, Less than 1 Indian to every 10 white persons use the
bridge, the governor answered, and he did not know that the
bridge or any part of it had been made reimbursable against
his tribe. He was the head of that tribe and a man of fine
intelligence, but how could he know what the Indian Office,
3,000 miles away in Washington, was doing with his funds when
no witnesses were called before the San Juan fraud was put
throngh Congress.

1 submit that this charge of some £40,000 against the San
Juan Indians is without any justification and that no inaccuracy
occurred in the indefensible San Juan Bridge charge made
against Commissioner Burke. The Indian governor and others
so testified. Ar, Burke's statement that Congress was to blame
for the charge and not himself, as shown on page 10 of his
defense, is much like his attempt to load responsibility for the
Navajo bridge onto Secretary Work. Neither would have
passed Congress without the approval of Commissioner Burke.

Congress would not have made the charge without the ac-
quiescence of the Indian Commissioner, that is certain; and
the facts show that with more than 10 white persons using this
bridge to every Indian, the entire charge was made against
the Indians recently in the same manner that $100,000 was
charged against the Navajos for a bridge that is absolutely of
no value to them. s

THE PIMA WHITE TOURIST BRIDGE ALSO “ HIGHWAY ROBBERY ¥

One night about 50 miles from Phoenix, when driving out to
an Indian reservation, we came to a modern stone and concrete
bridge apparently nearly a quarter of a mile in length that
stretched across a dry bed of the Gila, where water rarely flows
and never interferes with automobile fording more than two or
three days of the year—so we were told at the reservation.
This expensive modern bridge structure, not yet completed, was
surmounted with impressive lamp posts and large=sized globes
every few feet apart, and it was connected with a modern grav-
eled ioad that would be a credit to any State for automobile
travel.

We learned that the bridge and road were part of the direct
tourist trunk line from Phoenix to Tucson, and so far as we
could observe it was built in keeping with surroundings of
Niagara Falls or some popular Washington suburb instead of
the Arizona desert, y

When we asked whence came the beautiful bridge with its
ornamental lamp posts and heavy stome railings far out in the
desert we were told it was a bridge and roadway that would
cost nearly a half million dollars, built across part of the Pima
Reservation, and forming part of the direct tourist trunk line
between the two cities named, and was built in connection with
an irrigation dam at the same point. The extra cost for the
bridge was estimated by reservation people at several hundred
thousand dollars.

The Indians on the reservation continue to cross at the ford
where they have crossed for centuries, at a point a couple of
miles or more above where the bridge stands, but where the
village is located. To use the bridge they would have to drive
4 miles out of their way, we were told, whereas the ford is
always used the year round, excepting on two or three days.

I asked an Indian interpreter how many Indians would ever
use the great costly bridge, compared with the whifes, and he
said not one in a thousand, while others agreed the bridge is
useless for any Indians, I asked who paid for the bridge, and
was told they had heard it “was part of an irrigation dam
project and that the Indians were expected to foot the entire
cost of bridge and ditch, that in all probability will reach nearly
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a million dollars. I have not all the details as to the charge,
but this tribe is known as the Pimas, whose death rate is sev-
eral times that of the Whites in Arizona; and the white tourist
bridge has increased the reimbursable cost to the Indians sev-
eral hundred thousand dollars. This was made possible by
Indian Bureau connivance. g

Regarding this infamons Pima bridge fraud Meritt in his
defense of the bureau's action said (p. 47):

When the Indian dies and his estate is settled we will require the
heirs to reimburse the Government for this splendid benefit that is
being extended to the Indians of that [Pima] reservation.

The Pima Indians are very poor and seek now to get a
livelihood out of the parched earth by aild of a few irrigation
wells. They are not the builders nor users of the ornamental
bridge, but they will pay handsomely for the white man's
bridge now building, which is another case of “highway rob-
bery,” unbelievable to those not acquainted with the facts.
The best investment this Congress can make would be to send a
committee thronghout the Southwest to learn these facts for
themselves and then put the commissioner and his assistant on
the carpet. Yhen Mr. Meritt read his address to an Oakland
audience he professed to believe I was criticizing the Pima irri-
gation project. On page 106 of his questioning he admits this
bridge *is a beautiful bridge” charged against the Pima In-
dians: yet these Indians have no use for it and were not con-
sulted about it, but the bridge unquestionably is built for white
tourists on the regular trunk highway between two Arizona
cities.

Meritt says this bridge will be pald for by Indian heirs when
Indians now living die, and as the death rate among the Pimas
is several times as large as the rate among the whites it is a
business element that should favorably impress Mr. Meritt,
whose burean has cut medical requisitions for Indians down to
50 per cent in cases I am ready to present to any real investi-
gating committee.

PILING UP ILLEGAL REIMBURSARLE CHARGES AGAINST INDIANS

I am informed that in 1919 Assistant Commissioner Meritt
stated before the House Indian Affairs Committee more than
$3,000,000 of reimbursable charges then existing against Indian
property is illegitimate and ought to be wiped out. If so, I
ask who made them illegitimate, and what effort has been
made by the Secretary of the Interior or Indian Commissioner
Burke during the last six years to right the wrong? If
£3,000,000 was illegitimate in 1919, I prediet it is more than
double that amount now, for which the Indian Burean is
responsible. Indian property is mortgaged for $3,000,000 or
$5,000,000, or more, by congressional act, that admittedly is an
improper charge; and yet the burean, acquainted with the faets,
makes no effort to relieve the Indians from this injustice, but
piles up the fraudulent charges. On page 107 of his remarkable
defense of the bureau, Mr. Meritt said of reimbursable items
charged against Indians that their collection *“is left to the
discretion of the commissioner.” Meritt or his bureau in the
face of such successful efforts to mislead Congress on neces-
gary lndian items come to us with fulsome praise for the
Navajo and Pima bridges that are both without merit; yet
that is burean logic which goes with fraudulent Indian charges
that can not be defended.

Nowhere else in all legislative procedure, I submit, will such
power be found lodged with a single bureau official. Congress
appropriates money from the Treasury. On approval of Mr.
Burke it is made reimbursable whenever, if at all, Mr. Burke
decides it should be paid. The frand primarily practiced on
Congress is without parallel in any other department of the
Government, and with the Indians it is inconceivably unjust
and indefensible. With the Pima white-tourist bridge it is
highway robbery.

In 1919 the reimbursable charges against Indian property
was about §23,000,000, and it is a matter entirely within the
knowledge of the Indian Bureau just how much these charges
have grown since 1919, The commissioner decides what elaims
are to be paid and he alone. No report or publication by the
Indian Bureau, to my knowledge, gives these facts that are of
vital interest to the Indians and of more vital interest to Con-
gress. What is being done with the charges and how are they
being paid? For, of course, charges against the San Juan
Indians of $40,000 for a white man’s bridge or $400,000 against
the Pimas for a white man’s bridge ean not be paid now from
their tribal funds, and presumably never, because both tribes
are poor and needy; nor should one dollar ever be repaid, in
fact. Yet in 1919 hearings it was stated that more than
$8,000,000 had already been collected from different Indian
tribes and applied on their reimbursable debts. Possibly one-
half of the balance and more should be repealed, and those
who have been responsible in deceiving Congress and robbing
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the Indians on such items should be made to answer both to
Congress and to the Indians. .

With the Kaibab Tribe, which I visited, a few poor helpless
Indians have been charged a reimbursable fee, and yet the
only tribal income, so far as I couid learn at the reserva-
tion, comes from poor grazing land that is leased at abomt
114 cents per acre to white cattlemen and the receipts then
used to buy a tribal herd, which in turn affords what little
money is now used to pay for a tourist road through the
reservation. This reimbursement is being made, I understand,
by collecting a few needed dollars from these poverty-stricken
Indians. The Indian Bureau has not waited for these Indians
to die. They pay a few dollars that is squeezed out of the
cattle deal, but it is worse than stealing from the blind, be-
cause they are poor and utterly helpless to resist the bureau's
tourist “ highway robbery.” 5

Any committee that investigates the Indian question should,
among its first duties, learn the total reimbursable charges
against all the Indians, the amount chargeable against the dif-
ferent tribes, the purpose of the charge and whether ever
proper or not, the ability of the Indians to pay toward such
charge, and whether, as I am informed, some of these Indians
not far removed from starvation, with little property of any
value, are being squeezed and their insignificant income shaved
by the Indian Bureau in order to meet grossly unjust charges.

MANY MILLIONS OF ¥RAUDULENT BUREAU INDIAN CHARCES

Many cases can be pointed out involving a total of millions
of dollars charged reimbursable against different Indian tribes
for bridges, highways, irrigation projects, and other purposes,
largely to be used by white people, which, however, have been
made a charge against the Indians. These are not all caused
by the present Indian commissioner, Mr. Burke, for some of
these so-called “improvements” for whites at Indian expense
were made by Congress under the advice and approval of their
predecessors in office. No cases, however, within the past half
century, I assert, will be found more iniquitous or indefensible
in character than the Navajo Indian $100,000 highway bridge
robbery or the Pima bridge, of great expense, with connecting
highway charges that will follow both bridge charges.

Any system is vicious that permits any official or any burean
to prostitute his or its powers by robbing or permitting rob-
bery of the helpless Indians. When the relation of guardian-
ship and ward is involved the extent of the injustice is a hun-
dredfold worse. I am not directing my charges alone to pres-
ent or past officials but to an infamous system that permits
such things to exist and of which they gre a part.

No investigation of the Department of the Interior or Indian
Bureau by itself will ever offer any exposure of corruption
due to this practice. If an independent investigation by Con-
gress can not develop an honest, responsible, helpful, and con-
structive policy for handling the Indian question, then the
result will be of little value, but with *incompetent” Indians
under the control of the burean on the increase and oil-well In-
dian property inereasing 50 per cent in value in one year, and
present methods of handling funds and standards of autocratie
guardianship irresponsibility as bad as related, a radical
change is ealled for, and Congress is the only agency able to
bring about such change.

JACKSON BARNETT SWINDLED BEY AN ALLEGED INDIAN BUREAU CONSPIRACY

Many individual charges of injustice are brought against the
Indian Burean. It is unnecessary again to refer to them in
detail where I have done so before, except to say that in one
case to which Mr, Meritt referred, and which I discussed
in speech of April 23, where a whitewashing investiga-
tion of the present commissioner by the House commit-
tee was had, in the Jackson Barnett case, a New York
court has been examining info the proceeding to ascertain if
sufficient fraund and injustice appears to set aside the gift of
$1,100,000 made by Barnett to his wife and a Baptist mission,
equally divided in amounts of $550,000 each. As heretofore
stated, the charge was made by the Government's attorneys that
Barnett's wife was formerly a widow of ill repute. It is set
forth by a lengthy report of detectives that shie helped get Bar-
nett, a simple-minded Indian, drunk and kidnaped him, then
married him, and then got the Indian commissioner to agree
to a division of Barnett's property, as set forth, reserving
only to him during Barnett's life an income from the property.
The scandal surrounding the marriage, the speed in getting
hold of Barnett's property, are all matters of record, but the
most significant part lies in the fact that the Indian Bureau
was not only a party to taking the fortune from this Indian,
subject to the life's income, but no transfer could have been
had without the approval of the Indian Burean, and no court
review is now to be had, according to the bureau’s contention.

1 have recited the facts heretofore in varlous speeches,
including Secretary Work's letter to the President, but add
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briefly that all papers in the case were signed by Barnett
with his thumb print. The Associated Press report of
the trial in New York stated that a guardian was appointed
by the Oklahoma court to set aside and recover the $550,000
given to the mission society and of the $550,000 given to the
wife. Of this latter amount it was also alleged, as heretofore
stated, the wife paid Harold McGuggan, an attorney who was
prime mover in the conspiracy, $150,000, and Mr. McGuggan
paid $50,000 of this amount to M. L. Mott, described as a
close friend of Commissioner of Indian Affairs Charles H.
Burke.

In the Associated Press report of November 17 it was stated
further that the United States Government, an intervening
petitioner in the suit, decided to withdraw its allegations of
fraud against Albert B. Fall, formerly Secretary of the Interior,
and also against Charles H. Burke, Commissioner of Indian
Affairs.

In other words, the Attorney General's office, representing
the United States Government, withdrew its charge of fraud
against Commissioner Burke, but alleged and contends the gift
of his property was improperly made by Burke. Charges of
“ cupidity and stupidity ” made against Fall and Burke by the
guardian’s attorney were heard by the court, but the question
of the motive that actuated the Indian Commissioner to have
MeGuggan, an attorney, paid $150,000, of which his friend Mr,
Mott was paid $50,000, and other peculiar earmarks in the case
would not be investigated by any court where the case turned
on other issues, That is a province of a real investigation
committee.

On November 30 Bailey, guardian, seeking to protect Barnett
against the fraudulent gift of all his property to .is new wife
and against the mission society, received his reward by his
removal by an Oklahoma court in November. Whether the
$150,000 that was to go to one attorney under the division of
his property, with $50,000 of that amount to be paid Mott, the
Indian Commissioner’s friend, figured in the removal is not dis-
closed, but any effort of the guardian to protect his ward
aroused every opposing interest that was to profit from the
division of Barnett's property.

THE SACRED INDIAN BUREAU IS ABOVE ALL LAW

The reason given by the court for the removal is that the
Interior Department (Indian Bureau) had the sole right fo
administer the $£1.100,000 property of Jackson Barnett. With-
out court review, or any accounting to any court, this decision
holds in effect that all the property of the 225000 restricted
Indians is under exclusive jurisdiction of Indian Commis-
sioner Burke. The only authority over the Indian Bureau is
Congress: and with a multitude of matters occupying its atten-
tion, Congress can not review Mr, Burke's action. Until a con-
structive plan is adopted for the protection of the 225,000 so-
called incompetent Indians a specific method of court review
should be provided by law for all such cases,

On the one hand, the bureau aids or directs an Indian old
and feeble-minded to give away practically all his property,
over a4 million dollars in amount, and yet it holds 225.000 Indi-
ans of all standards of intelligence in subjection so that they
can not sell, lease, or will their property, amounting to $1,600,-
000,000, without the bureau's express consent,

The question of property rights as now controlled and ad-
ministered by the Indian Bureau calls for a thorough overhaul-
ing and a constructive plan that will permit Indians without
unnecessary delay to become self-supporting, worthy of the citi-
zenship Congress has given to every adult Indian.

The entire subject is of vital importance to the Indians. It
is of more importance to Congress that witnesses the deceit,
fraud, and neglect which all too frequently accompanies a situ-
ation where an unrestricted buream, not responsible to any
court, has the handling of $1,600,000,000 in property belonging
to 225,000 “ restricted ” Indians.

I do not intend to repeat the record of neglect of health and
general lack of proper care heretofore set forth in speeches in
the House on the Indian Bureau's administration, but a brief
mexntion of Indian Bureau inexcusable neglect is here offered.

INDIAN IIEALTH AXD MORTALITY STATISTICS

In a House congressional investigation into Indian affairs
held in 1919 Assistant Commissioner Meritt, who recently read
his speech to California audiences, made this statement on
examination :

I think there i a higher death rate among Indians than among white
people. That is especially go with children under 5 years of age, where
the death rate is appalling.

He attributed the infant death rate to lack of proper care
at childbirth and lack of proper food. Again he said:
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It is my impression that the Indians are suffering more from tuber-
culosis now because of their new methods of living than formerly
when they roamed the plains and forests.

Again—

Mr. HasTiNgs. Is it troe that there is a greater percentage of tuber-
culosis among the Indians when they are confined than when their
reservations were larger? :

Mr. MerirT. We have no accurate figures as to the percentage of
tubercular Indians a great many years ago, but now we have figures
that indicate that a large number of Indians have tuberculosis,

Mr. HerxaxDEz, of New Mexico. I have in mind a small tribe of
Indians where about 756 per cent of them, so they claim, have tuber

culosis. 1

Mr. Menrrr. That is probably the most flagrant condition existing in
the Indian Service, You refer, of course, to the Jicarilla Reservation
in New Mexico.

Mr. Herxawpez. I don't know the reason for that. I was trading
with them for several years, 20 years ago, and they were a healthy
Indian * * * What is the cause of that condition in that par-
ticular place?

Mr. MeRITT. My impression is that a great many years ago those
Indians lacked sufficient food, and they got into a weakened condition,
and the disease to which they are most susceptible took hold, and we
have never been able to eradicate it.

Thereafter, on page 771 of hearings:

Mr. HerNANDEZ. A sort of pessimism has taken hold of these Indians
on account of their poor health, and then they have a reservation that
is not susceptible of being cultivated very much. They have no water,
but they do a little farming along some of the walleys.

SEVENTY-FIVE PER CENT OF ONE TRIEE WITH TUBERCULOSIS

From the foregoing it appears that 75 per cent of these 600
Apache Indians were sick with tuberculosis, and the bureaun
witness sought to lay responsibility to eonditions a great many
Years ago.

(Page 1103)

Mr. Heryaxpez, Is it a self-supporting agency?

Mr. Sarpe. That agency can be made absolutely self-supporting.

Mr. Her¥aNpEz. The only unfortunate circumstance in connection
with that tribe of Indians Is that they are all sick. We had better
feed them up good and see how many we can save, because in the next
10 years 1 think they will disappear unless something is done.

To this no response was made by the bureau witness, but the
philosophy of Hernandez, whom I met last fall in New Mexico,
is 1,000 per cent better than that announced by the Indian
Bureau that these Indians can be made self-supporting out of
their small property holdings. “ Feed them" is his first pre-
scription. Keep them from starving. That is the humane
thing to do.

May I also revert to statements made at two Indian reser-
vations visited that a cut of 50 per cent in medical supplies by
the Indian Bureau was charged to Coolidge economy rather
than to bureau cheeseparing where the fault lies.

Again I quote from the report of General Blue, Surgeon Gen-
eral, Public Health Service, found in the Snyder report, not to
fix responsibility upon the present burean's administration but
to ascertain facts on which tp act intelligently.

An investigation into Indian health conditions was held in
1912 : an extract from the report is as follows:

The field investigations were begun September 28, 1912, and termi-
nated December 80, 1912, 14 officers being assigned to the work.
Reservation and nonreservation boarding schools in 25 States were vis-
ited, and a toilal of 39,231 Indians examined, representing approxi-
mately one-eighth of the entire Indian population of the continental
United States.

Attention wns paid to sanitary conditions in schools and on reserva-
tions, with special relation to housing conditions, food supply, and
social and personal habits tending to favor the spread of disease among
the Indian population, As a result of the examination it became evident
that trachoma and tuberculosis are veritable scourges of the Indian
race.

Trachoma: Out of 39,231 Indians examined at all the reservations
and nonreservation lx‘n:dlng schools visited, 8,040 individuals, or 22,7
per cent of the entire number were found to bave trachoma. * * *

Trachoma was found to be generally prevalent in the schools to a
greater degree than on the reservations from which the pupils are
drawn, and in nonreservation boarding schools It was found that
groups of pupils fromr the areas where trachoma is absent, or but
slightly prevalent, presented a high percentage of infection. The in-
ference was reasonable that these pupils contracted the disease at
such nonreservation boarding schools,

J
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Tubercnlosis: Although no acenrate data could be obtained relative
to the length of time tuberculosis has existed among the Indians, it
was found that the disease s widespread among them.

Considerable variation was noted in the case incldence of the
disease, the percentage of tuberculous Indians varying in the several
States and on the different reservations in the same State. The more
primitive the Indian, generally speaking, the higher the percentage
of tuberculosis, -

On the whole, it may be sald that the prevalence of tuberculosis
among the Indians Is very greatly in.excess of that among the white
race, depending on loeality and the survey, as conducted, has revealed
a sitnation 8o serious as to require the prosecution of vigorous meas-
ures for its relief,

Thereafter General Blue was asked if he could state whether
or not based on his survey that tuberculosis and trachoma
was on the increase among the Indians, to which he responded
both diseases were very prevalent, but he was not prepared to
say as to the increase.

IXDIAN DECREASE IN POPULATION THROUGH DISEASE

Indian Commissioner Leupp, speaking in 1910 of a decrease of
Indian population, states that the best obtainable data are that
between 800,000 and 900,000 Indians occupied the territory now
known as the United States. In 1910 the Indian Office esti-
mated roughly their number to be about 800,000, or a decrease of
nearly two-thirds due to war, famine, disease, and other causes,
However, he adds that the decrease among the full bloods is
far greater, because so large a proportion of those legally
classed as Indians are from one-half to seven-eighths white or
less, He believed the increase in mixed bloods about set off
the full bloods, but at the same time he stated the fribal census
rolls have not undergone a revision for a long time and usually
added births but ignored deaths as far as possible, because
every addition to the family meant increased rations and annu-
ities, while deaths meant a decrease.

No accurate census can be had of the Navajos or other widely
scattered Indians, who are nomads and are liable to double
registration or estimates where the system is necessarily crude.
Congressman CramtoN, of Michigan, has said as much during
debate on this Interior Department Indian bill. He certainly
is unprejudiced in making that statement.

California authorities claim the Indians in that State have
decreased from 200,000 to about 20,000, or about 90 per cent
decrease. Certainly the decrease in New York, my own State
of Wisconsin, and other States has been in nearly the same pro-
portion. Whether any increase in Arizona, Oklahoma, and
other States has more than kept pace with losses in those States
is largely a matter of speculation,

When the present Indian Commissioner or his deputy says the
Indians, notwithstanding disease, starvation, and plagues, are
increasing, it is proper to ask what amount of white blood
makes an Indian; who takes the census and how and when,
and also whether these fizures which are paraded constantly
in the press are more than guesses, with only guesses, in the
past for comparison. Does his effort to show health improve-
ment affect the facts? The cases of heavy mortality are
vouched for; have the births kept pace?

THE PIMA INDIAN STARVATION CASE

Is the Pima’s mortality five times as great as among the
whites? This is asserted by those who claim to know the facts.

I have a copy of letter handed me in person, when in Phoenix,
that takes my friend, Representative CramroN, to task
for reflecting on the sianding of Dr. Dirk Lay, a splendid
missionary whom I have met repeatedly in Washington, and
also out on the Pima Reservation, near Phoenix, last Oetober.
1 can say personally that Doctor Rule, the letter writer, is
a fine type of fearless manhood, in or out of the ministry.
Everybody who spoke to me of him gave unrestricted praise
for this minister, who, in the service as an Army chaplain,
made a splendid record.

He defends Doctor Lay, the Pima Reservation missionary,
without limit, and all this I insert in the letter excepting per-
sonal eriticisms of my distinguished colleagne, that are omitted,

Rev. Mr. Lay is an upstanding, broad-shouldered, muscular
white missionary among the Pimas. Affer my visit to the
Pima Reservation I am satisfied his statement of bad health
conditions and of suffering among the Pimas is no exaggera-
tion. Rev. Mr. Rule, familiar with the reservation, also ex-
presses himself unreservedly. I wonld prefer their judgment
and my own investigation to any gilded reports from the Indian
Bureau. Any congressional investigating committee that will
really investigate I predict must find conditions of neglect,
and worse, as described by Doctor Rule and Doctor Lay. The
letter follows:
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JuLy 14, 1926.
Hon. Louts C. CramTox, M. C,
Lapeer, Mich.

Dear CONGRESSMAN CrAMTON : I have been following the affairs at
Washington with a new Interest in the last few years, becnuse either
my friends Senators CAMERON, ASHURST, or Congressman FHAYDEN have
been sending me the records of proceedings affecting Arizona. I notice
in * Extracts from hearings before Eubcommittee of House Committee
on Appropriations” under date of Thursday, May 13, 1928, that yon
are possessed of rare moral courage. Having had considerable military
experience I know just what it takes to stand up before a company,
of those who know you under differing circumstances and say, “I
myself am a Presbyterian,” * * »

If you had taken the time to investigate, and I belleve you owe it
to yourself as well as those whose taxes pay your salary, that you
should investigate, you could never have referred to Dr. Dirk Lay as
a “so-called Presbyterian missionary operating among these Indians,
and otherwise in Arizona” * * #

Doctor Lay is a Presbyterian missionary and not a * so-called ™ one,;
and anyone who throws euspicion on his good standing as a missionary
by referring to him as a * so-called missionary  would appear to be
actuated by motives other than Presbyterian and certainly not
Christian.

I am chairman of the committee which has the directive oversight of
Doctor Lay's field * ® % I am fully conversant with conditions on
the Pima Indian Reservation from personal observation, and many of
the claims of Mr. Meritt, especially the one thousand and odd perma-
nent houses with wooden floors, seem to me like a Llutt and Jeff column.
I have been on the reservation within 10 days, too, and not abomt 10
years ago as you were,

Why did you not say it was 10 years since you were there? Further,
I was in Syria and Palestine In 1917-1919, when Uncle Sam saved a
million lives from death by starvation, and I know the evidences of
starvation. The Pima Indians show, on the whole, the same gymptoms
of undernourishment over a period of years that the Syrians did, and
they are just as likely to be decimated by some epidemic disease as the
Syrians were. The only difference I can see is the Syrians’ lifeblood
wag sucked by the despicable Turk, the Pimas suffer because of in-
justice and delay.

I am a Democrat, but before that a lover of truth and a follower of
Him whose standard is “ revile not.” I hope you will not think I am
reviling you as you do Doctor Lay, whose 14 years of missionary work
in Arizona lIs an epic of self-sacrifice unmatched by most congres
sional records. In the foture you may safely leave out any * so-
called " before Doctor Lay's name, and as be is devoting his life to the

Pimas, you may leave out your unfortunate “ and otherwise.”
L] - L] - L L ] -

Sincerely yours,
YVicror A. RULE,
Chairman Synod’s Committee on National Missions.

The death rate among the PPimas has been reported to be
about five times the mortality rate among the whites. That is
an issue over which the Indian Bureau is concerned. Not as
to the facts but publicity given to the facts, Mr. Meritt, above
named, cuts medical supplies in half when the Washington
office is doing cheeseparing but recommends a white-tourist
bridge for the poverty-stricken Pimas at a cost of several hun-
dred thousand dollars when the Pimas did not know of the
Santa Claus act for which Mr., Meritt was charging them; and
he did this act notwithstanding the undernourishment and high
death rate charged to Indian Bureau neglect. The Pima death
rate is notoriously high, and r ngibility therefor rests at the
doors of the Indian Bureau. That is the issue.

THE INDIAN BUREAU’S EESPONSIBILITY FOR ZUNI INDIAN DEATHS

Out of a large amount of data that has come to my hands
and cases which came under my own observation, I cite the
Zunis, whom I visited last October.

For 10 years the largest Pueblo Indian tribe has been dying
off with dysentery, typhoid, and other diseases caused by drink-
ing water from shallow wells polluted by sewage from the Indian
reservation and school buildings built by the Indian Dureau.
This constant menace to life and the heavy sick and mortality
rate has occurred directly from action of the Indian Bureau.
Promises have been made for years, we were informed, of
some attempt to relieve the situation, but for all the years
down to the time we were there the Indian death rate and
insanitary conditions due directly to bureau management still
continued. The school and reservation sewage is carried down
to the Indian village and could not fail to cause sickness and
needless deaths, For this the burean must be held responsible.

INDIAN MORTALITY DUE TO PRESENT OFFICIALS

I am informed the Federal census based on the Indian death
registration in 14 States disclosed that the death rate has in-
creased 48 per cent gince Commissioner Burke took office in
1920 and during the time Mr. Meritt has aided him in protect-
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ing the lives of the Indians. During that period the white
death rate has averaged below 12 out of 1,000 every year while
- the Indian death rate per thousand has increased in 1921, 17.5;
1022, 19.2; 1923, 225; 1924, 259. I do not claim independent
knowledge of the facts, but it is a matter that should be fully
investigated by a competent congressional committee that will
not depend on bureau agents for its conclusions.

The claim of the Indian Bureau that these statistics of the
Federal Government are not correct is met by the statement
that the Federal Government in such cases received its data
from Indian Bureau agencies,

A thorough Indian Bureau investigation by a congressional
committee will determine the degree of responsibility of the
present bureau officials, but I am not concerned in fixing re-
sponsibility so much as I am in relieving the Indians on the
Hopi, Navajo, Apache, and other reservations from neglect and
needless suffering as evidenced by my own observations on the
Zuni Reservation.

INDIAN HEALTH LEGISLATION PROPOSED—THEN ACCEPTED—THEN REJECTED
BY THE INDIAN BUREAU

The Indian Bureau will not brook any interference with its
control of the property or person of the Government's Indian
wards or with any offers of aid or cooperation by the States to
improve Indian health conditions. Pity it is, it is so.

I have learned of recent proposals from the Secretary of
the Interior, based on recommendations of committees having
Indian welfare at heart, and in one case coming from a com-
mittee appointed by Secretary Work. He then recommended
that legislation to that end be passed, according to my infor-
mation, but the Indian Bureau has blocked any further efforts
in that direction and reigns supreme with all its record of
neglect as a curse on the Indians who are left. I am placing
a brief summary of its record that again damns the responsible
Indian Bureau for its stupidity or worse. The record, I believe,
is substantially as here related.

Transfer to the United States Public Health Service was first
recommended by the special committee of the House to investi-
gate Indian affairs, Mr. Snyder, chairman:

That the medical service for Indlans be transferred to the United
Stateg Public Health Service.

This recommendation was made in 1920, after an exhaustive
investigation of Indian Burean neglect.

This proposal was seconded by the Board of Indian Commis-
sioners, who made a recommendation substantially identical in
1920 ; and this recommendation has never been reversed by that
board.

The proposal was also seconded by the Association of Unifed
States Army Surgeons in 1922,

Again it was seconded by the Association of State and
Provincial Health Officers in 1923,

The Committee of One Hundred, formed by Secretary Work.
recommended :

We urge that every possible aid of State boards of health be enlisted
in cooperation with the National Government in this health campaign.

The Committee of One Hundred did not recommend the
transfer of Indian medical service to the Public Health Sery-
ice, A resolution calling for this, I am advised, was smothered,
because the Indian Bureau controlled a majority of Work's
Committee of One Hundred. A resolution calling on the
National Bureau of Municipal Research to reopen and earry
forward its study of the business methods of the Indian Burean
was likewise smothered, according to report.

COOPERATION WITH THE STATES

I am advised Secretary Work repeatedly in reports and
speeches has recommended that the responsibility for Indian
education, social welfare, and health be transferred to the
States. In accordance with his recommendations the States
of California and Wisconsin introduced bills giving to these
States jurisdiction over the Indians in these particulars alone
and making available to these States under contract and under
Federal supervision the moneys now being spent by the Indian
Burean on these services in these States.
delay, I am advised, the Secretary of the Interior gave an un-
equivoeal written indorsement of these bills (the Johnson-Swing
bill for California and the La Follette-Cooper bill for Wiscon-
sin).

At the Senate Indian Affairs Committee hearing the Indian Bu-
rean is reported to have manifested reluctance to have the bills
reported. The matter then went over to the present session.

In San Francisco on December 1, 1926, Mr. Meritt an-
nounced in reply to questioning of the bureau’s opposition to
these bills and stated that he was authorized to speak for the
bureau, hence presumptively for the Secretary of the Interior.
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He stated that only the “principle” referred to in the bills
had been indorsed by Secretary Work., Secretary Work had,
however, sweepingly and specifically indorsed the bills, I am -
informed, before he was overruled by Mr. Meritt, the real head
and fount of Indian bureaucracy in this Government.

That brings the record down to date, The bureau will not
permit State action under practicable conditions, and it will not
permit transfer to the United States Public Health, and it
will not do the job itself in an adequate way. So says Mr.
Meritt.

Meantime what of the States?

California in April, 1925, through its legislature voted $100,-
000 for the relief of sick Indians in that State. The governor
vetoed this appropriation, after a nearly unanimous vote by
the legislature, on the ground that the State of California was
without jurisdiction, because the Indians were exclusively a
Federal responsibility. The Swing-Johnson bill, now opposed
by the bureau, would rectify this situation and enable Califor-
nia to get into action decisively:; California’s readiness has
been demonstrated to aid to the utmost in caring for the
Indians within its borders,

Wisconsin in June, 1925, appropriated $16,000 for medical
service to the few Indians of that State.

The moment that the Swing-Johnson authorizing act is
passed, and responsibility accepted by California (which would
be immediately), there would become available for the educa-
tion of each Indian child $30 per annum from the State treasury,
or more than $100,000 a year.

In other words we can cooperate with the States in eradi-
cating diseases of hogs, cattle, cotton, and other products. We
can cooperate with highways and help for white citizens in
countless ways, but not with our Indian eitizenship.

Because why? Ask Mr. Meritt, who overrules Work and
Burke and by so doing makes men retract their pledges to the
Indians.

If the States disclose, as they surely would, that local care
of Indians is vastly better than the Indian Bureau's record of
neglect then other extensions of State supervision would fol-
low, and soon Meritt's job would be gone. That is an explana-
tion offered for the reverse actign on Indian health by the
bureau.

Commissioner Burke prepared a “substitute” wherein, after
requiring the State to enact health legislation therein, provided
he, Commissioner Burke, under the name of the Secretary of the
Interior, may, “in his discretion,” make whatever contract he
sees fit. Congress, law, and its administration again are placed
under the jurisdiction of the Indian Bureau. The substitute
is one that means nothing except continued Indian Bureau con-
trol and was drawn for that purpose.

TEN-DOLLAR INDIAN COURTS

I have repeatedly set forth the illegal, unconstitutional, and
autocratic $10 per month Indian judge system whereby Indian
agents by anthority of law appoint some Indian to act in their
stead to enforce the agent’s will in Indian government. If a
good despot, the Indian may get fair treatment, but unlimited
power in any bureau from the head to the merest agent is
dangerous, un-American, oppressive, and illegal. To-day, with-
out authority of law, the Indian agent is despotic dictator in
all cases of misdemeanor, real or imagined, with no written
law and no court practice where thé accused Indian-American
citizen has any attorney to protect his rights, no jury to de-
termine his guilt or innocence of any alleged offense, no right
to bail nor appeal to any court. How many white men would
submit to such rules and illegal judges? The subterfuge is so
absurd and indefensible that the best argument against it is
found in an attempted defense of the “bluff " system set forth
by Leupp in explanation of the illegal practice. The bureau,
excepting in eight Federal court felony cases, now refuses to
permit the Indian to have a jury trial or trial by any qualified
court,

The illegal $10 Indian judge system ought to be shelved with
other public myths affecting the supposed considerate and elevat-
ing treatment given by the Indian Bureau fo its wards of to-day.
Bills authorizing a practicable and just court procedure in all
such cases were opposed by the burean last session, Unless con-
taminated by evil white influences the average Indian is hon-
est, well bebaved, and a good citizen. This statement I found
general among the Indians and white people wherever I went.
The problem of Indian lawlessness is practically nothing com-
pared with that of his white “brother.” In 4,480 miles of
travel, with clothing and many valuables left exposed, includ-
ing money oftentimes, with the automobile left unwatched in
Indian villages night and day, not an article was found missing
at the end of our long journey. That speaks for the honesty
of thousands of Indians whom we went to see. * Stick 'em
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up " is a popular expression among certain whites found in our
cities, while the tires and car could not safely be left unlocked
on the streets of Washington overnight.

Mixed bloods and youths who have learned evil practices from
whites are occasionally complained about, although from all I
- could learn the standard of law-abiding citizenship, however poor
the Indian, is far above the average found in white communities
similarly situated, according to many opinions expressed.

The Indian should be held amenable to law the same as every
other citizen. He should also have the same rights in either
State or Federal courts that his white brother has and be
gubject to the same laws. I introduced several bills on the
subject giving the courts jurisdiction of the property and per-
son of the Indian, but every bill so introduced that attempted
to take from the Indian Bureau its exclusive right of absolute
control of the property and person of the Indian was opposed
by the bureau. i

The fault that no law exists for the control of Indians by
ordinary lawful methods is alone chargeable to the Indian Bu-
reau’s opposition. An investigation would speedily determine
the reason for that opposition and which system is the best—
legal court procedure or bureaucratic rule.

One is legal, with definite laws to be obeyed and simple de-
fined rules of practice in courts that will protect the rights of
a defendant and administrator of justice to the innocent or
guilty the same as the white man enjoys.

The other now controls the Indian’s person and property and
leaves all legal rights, justice, trial procedure, sentencing, and
execution of the sentence to an Indian agent possibly good, pos-
sibly bad, and often indifferent. For the protection of the
Indian and protection of every right-minded agent a proper
court procedure is the only right method, and constructive legis-
lation nrged by an unprejudiced committee of Congress would
80 provide.

ONE OF THE INDIAN BUREAU’S BALL-AND-CHAIN PUNISHMENTS

I have placed affidavits and other evidence in the Recorp
showing present illegal Indian judge court practices. In my
own State of Wisconsin I submit a telegram to the President
from Governor Blaine, of Wisconsin, and affidavits, none of
which have been controverted, yet the brutal Indian agent has
been retained in the Indian Service.

Take the Wisconsin case. Governor Blaine, of Wisconsin,
sent to President Coolidge the following telegram:

MapisoN, Wis,, February 15, 1926,
President CALviN COOLIDGE,
Washington, D, 0.:

Responsible woman, whose word I belleve, reports that Paul Moore,
an Indian, charged with a misdemeanor, was found on January 26 at
Lac du Flambeau (Wis.) Agency jail, in a cell 6 by 8 feet, with
clogged toilet, and with ball and chain fastened to ankle. In same
jail were inearcerated Indian women. This condition is abhorrent
to the dictates of decency and our vaunted civilization. This is the
tyranny of the Dark Ages and the practice of the degenerate dominate
to terrorize the Indian, who needs help more than a jail. In the name
of humanity I beg that that sort of thing cease.

JoHN J. BLAINE, Governor.

This is not to excuse in any degree any offense, if an offense
was committed, but to get some facts in a case where letters
to Senator LA Forrerre hergtofore inserted in the Recorp state
that Moore was brought before Superintendent Hammitt of the
agency; that an Indian named Sawgetchwayghezis, posing as
a judge, was present, who could not read or write or talk
English. He certainly would be forgiven for misspelling his
own name. That Hammitt prepared and read Moore's sentence
to six months’ imprisonment in the agency jail. All this
appears in the letter found in Recorp of March 4.

COMMISSIONER BURKE APPROVES BALL-AND-CHAIN USE BY HIS AGENTS

Assuming that all the facts were as claimed by Commis-
sioner Burke, I submit his own statement (p. 27 of the hear-
ings) :

I say I have no sympathy for Paul Moore, and T think he ought to be
in chains for not the time of the sentence of the Indian court but for a
much longer period.

Commissioner Burke approves the ball-and-chain treatment,
which is undenied, but he wounld have it continued for a much
longer period than six months, No one knows just what his
judgment would determine for ball-and-chain treatment, but that
is his standard set for Indian agents throughout the country.

Th ecommissioner approves ball-and-chain penalties and un-
limited sentences by his agents who write the findings of the
$10-a-month courts. I offer brief extracts from aflidavits set
forth in full in speech of April 23, 1926. Additional data on the
same case appears in speech of March 4 of last year,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

JANUARY 4

THE LAC DU FLAMBEAU BALL-AND-CHAIN CASE

STATE OF WISCONSIN,
County of Ashland, 8s:

Cecelia 8. Rabideaux, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and
says: I am now 24 years of age and reside in the village of Odanah,
within the Bad River Reservation, in Ashland County, Wis. On the
21st day of Jamuwary, 1926, I was informed that my brother, Paul
Moore, had Dbeen seized by the Indian police of sald village, and, to-
gether with Maggie Crowe, who I asked to go with me, called on sald
police at the office of the Government farmer in said village and there
asked to be advised as to what the warrant read for the arrest of Paul
Moore. One Bawdee Marksman, who at times aets as a police, gaid,
It is not necessary that we have a warrant.”” I then asked, “ How is
that " ? Bawdee Marksman then in substance further stated: * The
Indian agent at Lac du Flambeau wrote to the Indian agent at Ashland,
Mr. P. 8. Everest, and that he in turn wrote to the Government farmer,
Mr. A. L. Doan, who directed us to take Paul Moore the first time we
saw him.”

Paul Moore was put in jail at Odanah and there kept until the next
morning, January 22, when he was taken to Lac du Flambeau, so
then formed, by one Albert Snow, an Indian police for the Lae du
Flambeau Reservation Agency. I asked Maggie Crowe to accompany.
me to Lac du Flambeau. We boarded the train therefor Tuesday
morning, January 26, 1928, arriving at the said agency at 12 o'clock
noon. We entered the agenecy office, and I introduced myself to the
superintendent, Mr, Hammitt, with saying that 1 was Paul Moore's
sister from Odanah and was there to see Paul, and also asked as to
what he intended to do with him. He stated that he intended to keep
him there, and that we would find him in the jail or in the dining room
of the school, as he did not know where they would feed him. We
then went out to the jail and there found Paul Moore in one of the
cells therein, the size of which was about 6 by 8 feet.  The same
contained two bunks, and also in one corner thereof was a clogged
toilet, from which came a stench that filled the room. Fastened to
Paul Moore's ankle was a ball and chain,

In the same room, but outside of cells, were three men and a woman,
all Indians, whose names we there learned were William Roy, Harry
King, Charles Boneosh, and Mrs. Boneosh, who were all served with
lunch soon after we were there by children of the school. 1 was
informed by Mrs. Boneosh that, by reason of an arrest previous to the
one for which they were then there, she and her husband were sen-
tenced by Superintendent Hammitt to pay a fine of $75 each; that that
was all the money they had, and her husband handed it to said super-
intendent for her release, and he served time, along with several other
prisoners, in work of repair about the said agency.

CECELIA 8. RABIDEAUX.

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 30th day of March, A. D.
1926. . 0. A. PrArsox,
Notary Public, Ashland County, Wis.

(My commission expires Beptember 2, 1928.)

Mrs. Rabideaux, I am informed, is chairman of the local
League of Women Voters.

ANOTHER AFFIDAVIT ON THE WISCONSIN BALL-AND-CHAIN AGENCY

STATE OF WISCONSIN,
County of Ashlend, ss:

Maggie Crowe, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says: I
am of part Chippewn Indian blood, now 29 years of age, and reside in
the village of Odanah, Wis.

I was on the 2ist day of January, 1926, with Mrs. Cecelia 8. Rabi-
deaux when she called on the police of said village at the Government
farmer's office in Odanah, and heard her ask to be informed as to
what the warrant read for the arrest of Paul Moore. The police said
that they had no warrant; that the Indian agent of Lac du Flambeau
had written to the Indian agent at Ashland, Mr, P, 8. Everest, and
that he in turn had written to Mr. A. L. Doan, the farmer, who
directed them, the police, to take Paul Moore as soon as they saw him.

Paul Moore was locked up on this 21st day of January in jail at
Odanah, and on the following morning taken to the depot handeuffed
and put onto the southbound 6.50 a. m. Northwestern train in charge
of one Albert Bnow, an Indian police from the Lae¢ du Flambeau Indian
Reservation.

. I accompanied Mrs. Cecelia 8. Rabideaux, Jannary 26, 1926, to the
Lac du Flambean Indian Agency on a visit to her brother, Paul Moore,
who we found in a cell within the agency jail. The air thereln was
very offengive, and on Mrs. Rabideaux's inquiry as to what smelled so,
Paunl Moore remarked that It was the tollet in the corner of the cell
he was in, and showed us that it would not flush., This cell was about
6 by 8 feet and had two bunks therein, and to Mr. Moore's ankle was
fastened a ball and chain. Outside of the cells in the same room were
four other Indian prisoners, whose names we learned were William Roy,
Harry King, Charles Boneosh, and Mrs. Boneosh. The woman told us
that she and her husband had been, before this sentence for which they
were now there, each fined $75, that being all the money they had.
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Her husband handed it to the said Lac du Flambeau Indian agent for
her relehse, and he served time in labor about the agency premises,
along with others, for which he got no pay.
Macere CROWE.
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 15th day of March, A, D.
1926. 0. A. PRARSON,
Notary Public, Ashland County, Wis,
(My commission expires September 2, 1928.)

CONFISCATES CLOTHES AND LEAVES BALL-AND-CHAIN ORNAMENTS

SraTE 0o WISCONSIN,
County of Ashland, ss:

Mrs, Mary Moore, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says,
I am a mixed-blood Chippewa Indian, now 46 years of age, residing
in the village of Odanah, Wis,, and the mother of 11 living children,
1 of them being Paul Moore, now 26 years of age.

On the 21st day of January, 1926, my son, Paul Moore, was arrested
without warrant by the Indian police of this village and held in jail
in said village until the following morning when he was delivered by
them, handcuffed, at the depot of the Northwestern Railway to one
Albert 8now, who, I was there told, was an Indian police of the Lac
du Flambeau Indian Reservation, and who took with him aboard the
south bound 6.50 train, Paul Moore.

I was informed by Paul Moore that he was first detained by the
superintendent of the Lac du Flambean Indian School and Ageney in a
jall at such agency, for five days after the 27th day of October last,
and at which time he was made to take off his clothes, the same of
which the superintendent of said agency took in charge and furnished
old clothes for him to put on.

I am now indirectly advised that since the 22d day of January,
1926, the superintendent of the Lac du Flambeau School and Agency
has sold Paul Moore's clothes, the same of which was an overcoat
purchased in sald October last at a cost of $456 and a suit bought
about g month before at a cost of $35, together worth £80.

Mary MooRrE.

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 15th day of March, A. D.
1026,

C. A, PrarBON,
Notary Public, Ashland County, Wis.
(My commission expires September 2, 1928,)

THE INDIAN AGENT SELLS MOORE'S CLOTHES, WITH A BALL AND CHAIN
FOR BECURITY

BTATE OF WISCONSIN,
County of Ashland, 8s:

Charles La Casse, being first duly sworn, on oath deposes and says:
I am now 20 years of age, and a member of the Lac du Flambeau
Band of Chippewa Indians, on the Lac du Flambean Reservation, In
Vilas County of said State, where I have resided about. all my life,
except for the time of my attendunce at the Tomah Schiool, in this
State, and at the Mount Pleasant School, in the State of Michizan,
until the evening of January 22, 1926.

With the view of asking the superintendent in charge of the Lac du
Flambeau Indian Agency, Mr, J, 8. Hammitt, for an allowance out of
my trust fund, though having been at a former request denied, I was
at the said agency office to again make such a request through the
so-called chief of police, a Mr. William Mattigosh, on the 22d day of
January, 1926. While there and before Mr. Mattigosh could speak
for me, he was given in charge of one I"'aul Moore, who he conducted to
the jail of said agency. I followed him there and into the jail and
saw Mr. Mattigosh place said Paul Moore in one of the cells therein
and also saw him fasten & ball and chain to Paul Moore’s ankle. Mr.
Mattigosh then closed the door of the cell in which was the said Paul
Moore, and locked it, as he did also the outer door of sald jail after we
had come out.

We then went Iinto the agency office. I there heard the superintend-
ent of the sald agency say to the clerk thereof, a Mr. W. H. Shawnee,
that they would sell Paul Moore's clothes. I was soon thereafter
given a check on a bank of Wisconsin Rapids, Wis.,, for $15, and then
asked by said superintendent to buy Paul Moore’s clothes. This I
decilned to do; but I understand that they were sold to Mr, Mattigosh,
who offered $12 for them, an overcoat and a full suit, which I think
from my examination of them must be worth at least $40.

CHarLEs La Cassm,

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 15th day of March, A. D.
1926.
0. A, PRARSON,
Notary Public, Ashland County, Wis.
(My commission expires September 9, 1928.)

Four affidavits from responsible Indian witnesses have been
submitted.

This is a ease from my own State. I do not know whether
Moore committed any offense, neither does Mr. Burke. With-
out attorney, jury, or right to any bail or court appeal, he was
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kidnaped without papers and brought back 70 miles, where a
ball and chain was placed on him while locked up in a foul-
smelling cell, Then he * escaped,” ball and chain and all except-
ing $75 in good clothes sold by Hammitt, the agent. These
facts seem undisputed; yet the most serious part of the whole
outrageous fravesty on justice is that Commissioner Burke ap-
proves such ball-and-chain treatment by his agents,

HAMMITT THE BALL-AND-CHAIN AGENT REMAINS IN CONTROL OF THR
INDIANS AT LAC DU FLAMBEAU AGENCY

To show the lawlessness of this brutal representative of
Messrs. Burke and Meritt, I append a letter of recent date that
in imperfect language but in plain terms discloses the unfeeling
speciman of humanity who rules over these wards of the
Government on that same (Lac du Flambeau) reservation,
The letter speaks for itself:

SorerroN, WIsC., November 15, 1926,

My Drar Friexp: I thought I would write to you to-day inform
you about what the Agency done to me he took our children away from
us as I told him I want them to attend Public school But he didnt
mind me at all. e

Bo he arrested me. Put me in Jail for not letting those children at
Lac du Flambeau school (Indian school). So he came after them
again after they lock me at Jail. So he send to Laec du Flambeau
Indian school so the three Boys went to Lac du Flambean. But only
stayed one night after they got over there and came back home on
account of they lost there young Brother so they went out to search
for him. But they find him in the morning By white women. He must
been on street about 10 o'clock In night so the women took boy at her
Place so there is where they find him. So they came along with him.
They all walked fromr Lac du Flambeau there shoes all torn to pieces
all there stockings Torn off so when they got home they could hardly
walk or get up.

8o I was Put in Jall again for not letting those boys again, I stayed
all together in Jail at Crandon Wis, 15 days. I ask him the Agency
to let the boys attend this school where we live. But he said no I
ain't going have no argument with you. He said to me Department
say so to take all the Indian children to Lac du Flambeau. That ia
what I am going to do he said. They only have half day school. PBut
that Isn't good Public school was far off good for my children so Harry
A. Dawson took my boys again. The oldest is near to six Grade.

I wish he could of attend this school here where they went to school
Iast year. This school here was good for them. But I am sorry for
them attending Government school. They know more than at gov-
ernnrent school and they eat hard crust bread at Lac du Flambeau.
They say and the Agency didn't give any clothing to my children the
first time he took them away. I just only wish to not have any more
Government school or ageney. I wish they won't be any of them so
I let you know about this. To know what happened to us so yon
conld tell about this mattes so this be all for today hope we hear
from your soon we all send

% * * * o * .
Best regards to you. Good Bye,
I remain,
Wi, TAEWA,
Boperton, Wis.

MEXICAN OR INDIAN BUREAU’S ILLEGAL JAILING

This is not a case of Nicaragnan or Mexican jailing of Ameri-
cans which, when reported, arouses every red-blooded 100 per
cent American owner of an oil-well controlled press, and serves
as another reason for American intervention abroad. No; this
case is one of Hammitt, a lawless, brutal Indian agent who
would be hanged as high as Haman for what he has done if he
lived across the border in Mexico, Nicaragna, or Haiti. These
countries would make such a sacrifice of a useless life rather
than have more American marines landed on their shores to
“ preserve order ” around American property. ]

The modern despotic Simon Lagree Hammitt is an Indian
agent on a Wisconsin Indian reservation. He is strangely pro-
tected from Staie authorities’ interference because of a twilight
zone law that is construed to prevent Staie intervention
within its own borders, and so Hammitt, an imitator of Meritt,
locks up Indians with ball and chain for misdemeanors and
now jails parents of Indian children because they prefer a
white public school to one of Hammitt's choosing. No marines
will be sent to the Lac du Flambeau Reservation in Wisconsin
to put Hammitt in the same jail in which he imprisons the help-
less wards of the Nation under his control, nor will any of the
metropolitan papers engaged in chasing the native obstructors
of American dollar investnents in Mexico, Nicaragua, or Haiti
find occasion to note acts of Hammitt, who only imitates the
lawless course of his superiors in the Indian Bureamu.

No “research” investigators appointed by Mr. Work would
even bother with the ball-and-chain treatment of Moore or the
jailing of an Indian father because he preferred a white Ameri-
can school for his children to one of Hammitt's choosing, but a
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real congressional investigation wounld have Hammitt summa-
rily kicked out of the service for incompetency and brutality,
and a bureau that retained such an unfit employee in service
for a year after his ball-and-chain exposure would be held
aecountable and receive the just condemnation of every right-
thinking man. For that reason, however, Commissioner Burke
objects to any congressional investigation, because it may be
“ partisan,” but no other investigation will be of any value or
give protection to the 225,000 American Indians now under con-
trol of the bureaun. ;

Other instances of illegal ball-and-chain practices have been
placed in the Recorp, disclosing that Commissioner Burke and
his assistant, Meritt, are retaining such agencies in defiance
of any law, and in violation of the plain dictates of humanity.

CRUEL KIDNAPING TO FILL CONCENTRATION SCHOOLS

The Indian Bureau adopted years ago a policy of establishing
great show places, schools in far western cities, where it was
announced Indian children would be given higher education at
what are termed nonreservation schools. Separating children
from the tribe and tribal customs it was confidently predicted
would alienate the children from their parents and start them
on the high road toward a white man’'s civilization. Local
schools in the villages and reservation boarding schools were
gtill maintained wherever then established, but these local
schools are now found not far enough removed from the Indian
parents to suit Indian Bureau molders of a higher civilization.

A policy is therefore being carried out among tribes of the
Southwest of taking practically all the Indian children from
their parents on some of the reservations and sending them to
concentration or nonreservation schools hundreds of miles away,
where they can not see their parents for years at a time. In
other words, it was told to me the Indian Bureau molders of
a higher civilization will eventually abandon these Southwest-
ern day schools and reservation boarding schools and ship all
Indian children to the distant eoncentration schools.

Children as young as six years are now taken away from
their parents and in the aggregate thousands of Indian chil-
dren under existing law have been kidnaped and taken from
their parents. Sometimes these children die far away from
their people. I was given instances where a number of chil-
dren had contracted tuberculosis at Phoenix and were returned
to their reservation over 200 miles distant, there to die with
their tribe. But the civilization by kidnaping, like former
Christianizing of Indians by killing, goes on under the present
Indian Burean's management.

Proudly the bureau or local agent sometimes exhibits a doeun-
ment with thumb marks of parents to show that the kidnap-
ing was not violent or foreible, 1 talked with Indians who had
not seen their children for years, and with white persons who
knew the facts at or near the reservation, and they said Indian
agents carry out the bureau's orders without diseretion. With
consent forced by circumstances and sometimes without consent,
a race in our midst that suffers ball-and-chain treatment when
agents deem Such treatment necessary is frightened into sub-
mission through fear of the agents and an autocratie powerful
bureau at Washington.

Kidnaping is peaceful when parents helplessly submit, but
foreible we were told when they refused.

Harriet Beecher Stowe aroused the hatred of the world
against tearing children from negro parents and selling them to
strangers under practices of slavery., But these negro children
had grown to be of help, so that they were partially weaned
from their parents.

To-day, Indian children, little and big, are taken far away
to distant schools, and parents, with the same affectionate love
that white people have for their children, are separated from
their own by the Indian Bureau's civilizing policy.

Indians have few comforts and few of the privileges that
are enjoyed by whites, but they have an Indian love as deep
as the whites have for their own children. That small comfort
to the Indian parents is taken away, often forcibly, and the
picture of misery out on the reservation is one that can not
be imagined or understood by the average white person.

Day schoolg, reservation boarding schools, and where avail-
able, as with the Crow Indians and others, white public
schools should be made available for Indian children and the
present inhuman policy restricted or abolished.

As well could we rightfully and humanely take the children
of Meritt, Burke, or Secretary Work and separate them from
their parents for three years or more. Such a proposition
would meet forcible opposition, with deadly weapons if neces-
sary. The Indian parent is locked up when he protests, even
in my own State of Wisconsin where ball-and-chain treatment
is popular with the bureau and with its agents, as I have
just disclosed by affidavits and correspondence,
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I repeat the statement made at the outset of these remarks;
ﬁ.l;uman treatment of American Indians is worse than ever

ore.

One hundred questions asked by prominent Western people
of Assistant Commissioner Meritt are contained in my remarks
of December 13, These questions affecting the Indian Bureau's
mistreatment of Indians were unanswered, but form the basis
of serious charges that in themselves should be investigated.

A CONSTRUCTIVE LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM NEEDED

Based in part on my own personal observations among many
western Indian tribes, I have offered these views with a firm
belief that the dark blot on American history caused by our
unjust treatment of the Indians may be wiped out for all time
by a constructive legislative program.

Suggestions have been offered by various agencies that have
studied the Indian problem and that recognize bureaucratic
straitjackets worn by the Indians for nearly three-quarters of a
century are to the everlasting discredit of a couniry that has
opened its doors and welcomed the oppressed of every land to
enjoy American citizenship on an equality with the native born.

We have given to the only real Americans full rights of
citizenship with a genealogy traced back to the everlasting
mountains and cliffs wherein their forefathers lived, yet these
American ecitizens are now treated by their white brothers as
“incompetents ™ and eculprits requiring an iron-hauded strait-
jacket eontrol by hard-shelled bureaucrats.

Not one argnment can be offered for the maintenance of this
cold-blooded Indian Bureau treatment that savors of Spanish
Inquigition methods, as unwarranted and unforgiveable as
Nero's reign in Rome.

Facts have been given that can not be covered np by evasion
or excuses and that everlastingly damn the present system.
It remains for Congress and Congress alone to meet the Indian
problem squarely and wipe from the slate over a century’s rec-
ord of injustice, neglect, and ill treatment of these helpless
wards of our Government. Only a congressional investigation
committee can adequately diagnose the existing disease and
prescribe a constructive remedy that will be adopted by Con-
gress. When that is done the great mass of those who have
been kept under the iron heel of the Indian Bureau system will
then rise up and call you blessed.

INDORSEMENT OF MR. UNDERHILL'S ADDRESS

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to
proceed for one minute.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
mous congent to address the House for one minute. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. RUBEY. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, I
commend the gentleman from Massachusetts. who has just
addressed the House, I have been looking for that speech and
have wanted it for a long time. I indorse everything he has
said, and I know the Members of the House indorse what he
has said. [Applause.]

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message from the President by Mr. Latta, one of his sec-
retaries, announced that the President did on the following
dates approve and sign bills and joint resolutions of the House
of the following titles:

On December 15, 1926:

IL. J. Res. 256. Joint resolution relieving posts or camps of
organizations composed of honorably discharged soldiers, sail-
ors, or marines from liability on account of loss or destruction
of obsolete rifles loaned by the War Department ;

H. R. 9232, An act for the relief of Isaac A. Chandler; and

H. R.11662. An act authorizing an expenditure of tribal funds
of the Crow Indians of Montana to employ counsel to represent
them in their claims against the United States.

On December 16, 1926:

H.R.3278. An act for the relief of A. 8. Rosenthal Co.;

H. R. 7930. An act for the relief of the Broad Brook Bank &
Trust Co.; and

H.R.12393. An act to amend paragraphs 1 and 2 of section
26 of the act of June 30, 1919, entitled “An act making appro-
priations for the current and contingent expenses of the Burean
of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various
Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1920.”

On December 18, 1926:

H. J. Res. 805. Joint resolution authorizing payment of sala-
ries of the officers and employees of Congress for December,
192G, on the 20th day of that month.
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On December 21, 1926

H.R.12853. An act authorizing and directing the S&retary
of the Navy to turn over the gunboat Wolverine to the munici-
pality of Erie, Pa.

On December 23, 1926 :

H. R, 13504. An act to amend the act entitled “An act grant-
ing the consent of Congress to the Gallia County Ohio River
Bridge Co and its successors and assigns to construct a bridge
across the Ohio River at or near Gallipolis, Ohio,” approved
May 13, 1926.

On December 29, 1926 :

H.R.12316. An act to amend the Panama Canal act and
other laws applicable to the Canal Zone, and for other purposes.

ENROLLED BILL

Mr. CAMPBELL, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills,
reported that that committee had examined and found truly
enrolled bill of the following title, which was signed by the
Speaker :

H. R. 10929, An act granting the consent of Congress to
the Pittsburgh, Cincinnati, Chieago & St. Iouis Railroad
Co., its suecessors and assigns, to construet a bridge across
the Little Calumet River in Thorntown Township, Cook
County, 11L

REFERENCE OF A BILL

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Speaker, on the authority of the
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce I ask unani-
mous consent that H. R. 13070, a bill granting the consent
of Congress to Henry L. Gray and Elbert M. Chandler, their
successors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a
bridge across Lake Washington, and which bill has been re-
ported to the House and is on the Consent Calendar, may be
recommitted to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Dakota, by au-
thority of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,
asks unanimous consent to rerefer a bill, which the Clerk will
report.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

Mr. SNELL. Mr. Speaker, I did not understand the sitna-
tion of this bill at the present time.

The SPEAKER. The bill is on the calendar, as the Chair
is informed, and the commiftee desire the bill rereferred to
the commiftee, Is there objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from North Dakota?

There was no objection,

MESSAGE FEOM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, one of its clerks,
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
14827) making appropriations for the Department of the
Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, and for
other purposes.

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference re-
port on the bill (H. R. 14827) making appropriations for the
Department of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1928, and for other purposes, and ask unanimous consent that
the statement may be read in lieu of the report.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan calls up the
conference report on the bill H. R, 14827 and asks unani-
mous consent that the statement may be read in lieu of the
report.

Mr. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
what bill is this, may I ask?

Mr. CRAMTON. The Interior Department appropriation bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection,

Following is the conference report and accompanying state-
ment:

CONFERENCE REPORT

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.
14827) making appropriations for the Department of the In-
terior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, and for other
purposes having met, after full and free conference have
agreed to recommend and do recommend to their respective
Houses as follows :

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 3, 4,
1, 8, 10, 11, 12, 18, 14, 15, and 27.
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That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 5, 18, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26,
28, 29, 20, 31, 33, 34, 35, and 36, and agree' to the same.

Amendment numbered 2: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 2, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following:
“ $107,000, of which $42,500 shall be for the Bureau of Educa-
tion ™ ; and the Senate agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 6: That the House recede from its dis-
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 6, and
agree fo the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the
sum proposed insert “ $3,210,000”; and the Senate agree to the
same.

Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of
the sum proposed insert *“$900,000”; and the Senatt agree to
the same.

Amendment numbered 16: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following:
“ heretofore paid for the said governor and said chief and
$2,000 for the said mining trustee”; and the Senate agree to
the same.

Amendment numbered 17: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 17, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of
the sum proposed insert * $1,160,000"”; and the Senate agree
to the same,

Amendment numbered 19: That the Honse recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 19,
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien
of the matter inserted by said amendment insert the follow-
ing: “For fees and mileage of examining surgeons engaged
in the examination of pensioners, for services rendered within
the fiscal years 1927 and 1928, §450,000 " ; and the Senate agree
to the same. I

Amendment numbered 32: That the House recede from its

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 32, and
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lien of the
matter inserted by said amendment insert the following:
825,000, of which $600 shall be immediately available”; and
the Senate agree to the same.
The committee of conference have not agreed on amendment
numbered 37,
Louis C. CrRAMTON,
Fraxk MURPHY,
Epwagrp T. TAYLOR,
Managers on the part of the House.
REED SMo0T,
CaArLES CUnTIs,
W, J. HARgis,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

STATEMENT

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14827) making appropriations for
the Interior Department for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1928, and for other purposes, submit the following statement in
explanation of the effect of the action agreed npon by the con-
ference committee and submitted in the accompanying confer-
ence report:

On No. 1: Appropriates $366,600 for salaries under the office
of the Secretary, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $360,000
as proposed by the House.

On No. 2, relating to printing and binding for the depart-
ment : Appropriates $107,000, instead of $100,000, as proposed
by the House, and $114,000, as proposed by the Senate, and
makes $42,500 of the sum available for the Bureau of Educa-
tion.

On No. 3: Restores the House language, stricken out by the
Senate, which provides that nome of the appropriation of
$800,000 for surveying public lands shall be available for ex-
penditure in any State which under the act of August 18, 1894
(28 Stat. p. 395), advances money to the United States for such
purposes,

On No. 4: Accepts the House language providing for report
of certain diversions of appropriations in the annual Budget.

On No. 5: Corrects a typographical error.

On No. 6: Appropriates £3,210,000 for nonreservation board-
ing schools, instead of $3,228,500 as proposed by the Senate and
$3,185,000 as proposed by the House.
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On Nos. T and 8: Appropriates $60,000 for the construetion
of the Yakima Sanatorium for treatment of tubercular Indians,
as proposed by the House.

On No. 9: Appropriates $900,000 for general support and
civilization of Indians, instead of $925,000 as proposed by the
Senate and $870,000 as proposed by the House.

On Nos. 10, 11, and 12: Appropriates $40,000 of tribal funds
for support and civilization of Flathead Indians, as proposed by
the House, instead of $20,000, as proposed by the Senate.

On Nos, 13, 14, 15, and 16: Provide one mining trustee to
gerve jointly the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations, as proposed
by the House, instead of one trustee for each nation, as pro-
posed by the Senate; provide a salary of $2,000 for such trustee,
as proposed by the Senate, instead of $4,000, as proposed by the
House; and provide a salary of $3,000, as heretofore, for the
governor of the Choctaw Nation, instead of $2,000, as proposed
by the Senate. ;

On No. 17: Appropriates §1,160,000 for salary roll for the Bu-
rean of Pensions, instead of $1,190,000, as proposed by the
Senate, and $1,132,460, as proposed by the House,

On No. 18: Appropriates §130,000 for travel expenses, Burean
of Pensions, as proposed by the Senate, instead of $100,000, as
proposed by the House.

On No. 19: Appropriates $450,000 for fees and mileage of
examining surgeons, Bureau of Pensions, instead of $500,000, as
proposed by the Senate, and $400,000, as proposed by the House,
and accepts the Senate language.

On Nos. 20 and 21: Accept the Senate language specifically
mentioning salary of Commissioner of Reclamation,

On Nos. 22, 23, and 24: Appropriate $23,000 for office ex-
penses, Bureau of Reclamation, in the District of Columbia, as
proposed by the Senate, instead of $20,000, as proposed by the
House, and make a separate and additional appropriation of
$2.000, as proposed by the Senate, for attendance at conventions,
instead of including that amount for that purpose in the ap-
propriation for such office expenses, as proposed by the House.

On No. 25: Appropriates $25,000 for office expenses of the
chief engineer, Bureau of Reclamation, as proposed by the Sen-
ate, instead of $20,000, as proposed by the House.

On No. 26: Appropriates $50,000 for personal services, field
legal offices, Bureau of Reclamation, instead of $48,000, as pro-
posed by the House.

On No. 27: Appropriates $20,000 for printing, binding, ete.,
Bureau of Reclamation, as proposed by the House, instead of
$30,000, as proposed by the Senate.

On No. 28: Reappropriates unexpended balance for Yuma
auxiliary project, as proposed by the Senate. i

On No. 29: Appropriates $50,000, as proposed by the Senate,
for survey and examination of water-storage reservoir sites on
the headwaters of the Truckee River.

On No. 30: Accepts Senate language concerning Utah Lake
control on the Salt Lake Basin project.

On No. 31: Corrects total.

On No. 32: Appropriates §25,000 for national monuments, in-
stead of $23,230, as proposed by the House, and $25,030, as
proposed by the Senate, and makes $600 of the sum immediately
available.

On No. 33: Appropriates §2,000,000, as proposed by the Sen-
ate, instead of $1,500,000, as proposed by the House, for con-
struction of roads in national parks.

On No. 34: Accepts Senate language as to traveling expenses
of employees fransferred from one post of duty to another in
the National Park Service.

On No. 35: Limits to use for capital expenditures $400,000
of the appropriation for the Alaska Railroad, as proposed by
the Senate, instead of £500,000, as proposed by the House.

On No. 86: Corrects clerical error.

The committee of conference have not agreed upon the follow-
ing amendment of the Senate:

On No. 37: Howard University.

Louis C. CRAMTON,

FrANK MURPHY,

Epwarp T. TAYLOR,
Managers on the part of the House.

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, the statement which accom-
panied the report and which has been read, sets forth very
definitely and fully the changes in the bill and the results of
the conference. Due to the fact that the Navy appropriation
bill is to follow, it is not my desire to stand in the way of the
progress of that important measure. I do not plan to take
any special amount of time now in discussing the report. Of
course, I will desire to answer any questions that may be
asked with reference to it.
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Mr. McKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield for a question?
Mr. CRAMTON. Yes.
Mr, McKEOWN. I would like to inquire as to the change
in reference to the mining trustees. I notice the Senate cut
out one of them,

Mr. CRAMTON. You mean of the Choctaw and Chickasaw

Nation?
Mr. McKEOWN. Yes.
Mr. CRAMTON. As the measure passed the House it was

in the form that it has held for several years. It provided
that the governor of the Chickasaw Nation and the chief of
the Choctaw Natlon and one mining trustee for the two na-
tions should receive the salaries heretofore paid them. That
salary was $3,000 for the governor, $2,000 for the chief, and
$4,000 for the mining trustee. In the Senate an amendment
was adopted that provided for two trustees, one for each tribe,
each to be paid $2,000. I should have stated that the $4,000
heretofore paid had been divided, £3,000 by the Choctaws and
$1,000 by the Chickasaws. As o matter of fact, the position
is not a very arduous one, and even with one man on the job
it was very easy money, The Senate amendment not only
provided for two instead of one, but provided for a salary of
$2,000 for each. While this would have provided two jobs
where there has been one before, it would have increased the
burden $1,000 on one tribe and decreased the burden $1,000
on the other tribe. Furthermore, I think unintentionally, but
nevertheless effectually, the Senate amendment would have
decreased the salary of the governor of the Choctaws from
§3,000 to $2,000, which the conferees understood was not
desirable.

The conference report leaves the governor’s salary and the
salary of the chief undisturbed, leaves one mining trustee to
serve the two nations, but pays that trustee only $2,000 in-
stead of §4,000, as heretofore, or $2,000 each, as was proposed
by the Senate for each one. -

Mr. McKEOWN. The only difference, then, is there will be
one less trustee?

Mr. CRAMTON. As compared with existing arrangements,
it is the same except there is a $2,000 salary instead of $4,000,
and it relieves the Indians’ funds to that extent. The follow-
ing is the statement given me by the Bureau of Indian Affairs
concerning this:

AMEXDMENTS 13, 14, 15, AND 18

The above-mentioned amendments provide in lieu of a mining trustee
for the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations a mining trustee for the
Choctaw Nation and a mining trustee for the Chickasaw Nation and
fixes their salaries at $2,000 each, There are at present 60,000 acres
of the segregated coal and asphalt lands of the Choctaw and Chicka-
saw Nations leased for ccal and asphalt mining purposes, In the
agreement of the United States with the Choctaw and Chickasaw
Nations in Oklahoma set forth in section 29 of the act of Congress
approved June 28, 1898 (30 Stat. L. 495-505-510), it was provided,
relative to the Choctaw and Chickasaw tribal coal and asphalt lands,
that such coal and asphalt mines as were then in operation and all
others which might thereafter be leased and operated, should be under
the supervision and eontrol “of two trustees, who shall be appointed
by the President of the United States, one on the recommendation of
the principal chief of the Choctaw Nation, who shall be a Choctaw by
blood, whose term shall be for four years, and one on the recommenda-
tion of the governor of the Chickasaw Nation, who shall be a Chicka-
saw by blood, whose term shall be for two years; after which the
term of appointeeg shall be four years.” It was further provided that
“ their salaries shall be fixed and pald by their respective nations."”

The above-mentioned law, providing for two trustees, was modified
by the act of Congress approved June 5, 1924 (43 Stat. L. 398), which
act reduced the number of coal and asphalt mine trustees to one.

Mr. Robert E. Lee, a Choctaw Indian by blood, of Idabell, Okla,,
was appointed by the President on April 19, 1928, to be the coal and
asphalt mine trustee for the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations in Okla-
homa for a term of four years at a salary of $4,000 per annum, to
be paid three-fourths from the funds of the Choctaw Nation and one-
fourth from the funds of the Chickasaw Natlon. The segregated coal
and asphbalt land is principally within the Choctaw Nation, and the
Choctaw Natlon owns a three-fourths interest therein and the Chicka-
saw Nation a one-fourth interest therein. The effect of amendments
13, 14, 15, and 16 will be to restore the number of mining trustees
for the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations to that provided for in the
above-mentioned agreement of the United States with those {tribes,
reducing, however, their salaries from §4,000 per annum to $2,000 per
annum. *

Mr. SNELL. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes.

Mr. SNELL. I notice this increases the salaries in the office
of the Secretary from $360,000 to $366,600.
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Mr, CRAMTON. There were some transfers involved in the
salary roll of the office of the Secretary. The transfer of 22
employees from the office of pensions to the salary roll of the
Becretary’s office the House approved, and corrected the figures
accordingly in each case. Certain proposed transfers from the
Park Service and the Indian Service to the salary roll of the
Secretary’s office the House did not approve, so the total
Budget figure requires some adjustment.

Mr, SNELL. Then it is simply a transfer?

Mr. CRAMTON. No. The Budget figure for the salary roll
of tlie Secretary’s office, these transfers being eliminated, was

$306,600. There had been some rather loose talk about elimi--

nating some positions in the Secretary's office which our com-
mittes took seriously, and attempted to reduce the roll to
$360,000, but the office of Secretary protested, and the Senate
went back to the Budget figure and the conferees accepted the
Budget figure which is for the existing roll of the office.

Mr. SNELL. So we did not make any reductions whatever?

Mr. CRAMTON. No; not in the Secretary’s office.

Mr. SNELL. I would also like to ask the gentleman about
the appropriation for roads and trails in public parks.

Mr. CRAMTON. That is the most important change made in
the bill by the Senate. The Senate have added $500,000 to the
amount recommended by the Budget and the amount approved
by the House, and the conferees have approved that action.
That increase, however, is perhaps more apparent than real,
by reason of the fact that the House action taken with refer-
ence to the authorization to contract, increasing that authoriza-
tion from $1,500,000 to $2.500,000, was an expression of policy
by the House, and cur committee had fully expected that would
be followed by a supplemental estimate from the Budget in
the amount of one-half million dollars, We had not been told
that would be done, but we had reason to think it would be done.

Mr. SNELL. And this is no more than you really had ex-
pected eventually to appropriate?

Mr. CRAMTON. Yes. The Senate proceeded without wait-
ing for that estimate to come in.

Mr. SNELL. I knew this was different from what we had
in mind originally when this bLill was passed.

Mr. CRAMTON. I should say that the bill as now deter-
mined upon in conference, with the exception of the Howard
University item——

Mr. SNELL. We that, anyway.

Mr. CRAMTON. The Howard University item is not acted
on yet, but eliminating that, the present bill is $732,910 above
the Honse bill, $500,000 of that being due to the item for
park roads, and $50,530 below the Senate figure. It would
have been more below the Senate fizure—there were more cuts
made than that—but there was $80,000 of ents made in the
House bill in the Senate which were restored in conference,

One of the two items was $60,000 for the Yakima Sanatorium
for the ftreatment of tubercular Indians, a very desirable
item which was recommended by the Budget and put in by
the House, but which the Senate had eliminated. On this the
Senate receded. The following statement, given me by the
Bureau of Indian Affairs concerning this, will be of interest:

AMENDMENT 8

The proposed sanatorium at Yakima, Wash., for which $60,000
is requested, Is for the benefit of cases of tuberculosis among approxi-
mately 18,000 Indians of the extreme Northwest. The nearest sana-
toria provided at this time are at Fort Lapwai, Idaho, Pyramid Lake,
Nev,, with a small agency sanatorium at Miles, Wash., near Spokane,
which serves the Colville agency specifically. The institutions re-
ferred to invariably run to capacity, and there is great need for the
establishment of a sanatorium for the treatment of this disease at
this point.

Among the white population generally throughout the eountry, suf-
ferers from advanced cases of tuberculosis object greatly to going
long distances from home to recelve sanatorium treatment. Under
such conditions extreme homegickness, as a rule, affects such patients
and militates greatly against the arrest of the disease or the recovery
of such patients. The Indians, to a greater degree than white people,
object to being hospitalized, particularly for long periods of time, at
long distances from their homes. The incidence of tuberculosis is
very high in this section of the country and the segregation and
care of cases of this disease will ald materially in preventing its
spreading among younger Indians and children, and particularly
where sanitary conditions in the average Indian home are favorable
to its propagation.

A tuberculosis sanatorium at Yakima will fill a long-felt need and
the Indians will respond readily to being hospitalized, in view of the
fact that it will not take them to a great distance from home. There
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are no hospital facilities at Yakima at the present time, and there
are in excess of 3,000 Indians on that reservation who will benefit
directly from such a sanatorlum.

Due to lack of facilities for the hospitalization of this type of case
in that general vicinity, it has been thought that the plant now existing
at Yakima would provide the greatest amount of facilities for the
expenditure involved than any other proposition. Some of the present
buildings are in poor condition, others, notably the girls' dormitory,
with a capacity of 67: the boys' dormitory, with a capacity of 64;
employees' club, ete, are reported as in good condition and capable
of being reconditioned for use as a tuberculosis sanatorium at a cost
not in excess of the facilities to be provided. The location is believed
to be very desirable, being sitnated at the foot of the mountains and
the buildings located in a grove of large oak frees. The climate is
mild and dry, with plenty of sunshine. Fort Simcoe is centrally
located with respect to the Indian population of the Pacific North-
west, and reports indicate that it is the most feasible location now
available for use as a tuberculosis sanatorium for that part of the
country.

The expensive Iitems In connection with fits rehabilitation have
largely to do with providing an adequate water supply and heating
and lighting systems, the estimates for which are approximately
$14,000 for a water system, $5,000 for an electric-lighting system,
$2,500 for the heating system for one building, the balance of the
sum asked for to be used in the rehabilitation of the dormitory
buildings, employees' club, equipment, ete. This plant would be
capable of expansion once the water, lighting, and heating systems
are established, at a reduced cost. The dralnage is good and the
present sewer system is good and in working order,

There is sufficlent good land near the present site for vegetable
gardens for early vegetables, as well as an 80-ncre tract which could
be utilized as a dairy and poultry farm, which would operate to
materially reduce the operation costs of such an institution.

Individuals and organizations having the interests of the northwest
Indians at heart arve frequently calling the attention of this burean
to the urgent need of a tuberculosis sanatorium in this territory to
combat the spread of this dread disease, which, as stated above, is
very prevalent in this seetion of the country.

“Fort Simecoe" is the name of the Indian school which was
formerly operated at this plant.

The Senate had further reduced the amount of the tribal
funds to be used for administrative and other purposes of the
Flathead Indian Reservation from forty to twenty thousand
dollars, and the Senate receded. The Bureau of Indian Affairs
advised me as follows concerning this amendment :

FLATHEAD TRIBAL FUNDS

The Indians of this reservation number approximately 2,726. On
June 30, 1926, they had about $158,494 in the United States Treas-
ury derived from tribal timber sales. The agency is almost entirely
supported from such funds. The appropriation therefrom for the
fiscal year 1927 is $40,000, and this amount was allowed by the
Budget and the House for 1028, but the Senate reduced the item
to $20,000,

The net salary list chargeable to this fund is $18,260, while $9,500
will be required for annual estimate supplies, including rations for
old Indians, hospitalization of indigents, fuel, and forage. Travel
expenses of the superintendent and employees will absorb approxi-
mately $1,500; freight, §1,000; repalrs and alterations, $2,500; equip-
ment, $1,500; and unforeseen expenditures, the balance of the
$40,000 requested and allowed by the House. (See The Budget, 1928,
p. 568.)

This item covers only absolute necesgities for the proper and effi-
cient conduct of our current activities at Flathead ; and if only $20,000
is appropritted, we will have to curtail the work there about 50 per
cent, as the $20,000 is little more than enough for the salaries of
regular employees chargeable thereto, which leaves practically nothing
for annual-estimate supplies, rations for old Indians, medical and
hospital purposes, and the other expenses necessarily incident to the
operation of an agency of this size and which looks after nearly 8,000
Indians. Suoch a sudden and drastic reduction in the customary aectivi-
ties at Flathead as will follow a 50 per cent ecut in the appropriation
will probably result in considerable hardship among the Indians.
Particularly is this true as to rations for old Indians and the hos-
pitalization of indigents, for which latter purpose the superintendent’s
budget authority for the current fiscal year carries an item of $2,000,
as we have no Government Indian hospital at Flathead, which makes
it necessary to untilize outside facilities of this nature.

In addition to that, the bill as it now stands, if the conference
report is adopted, will be approximately half a million dollars
below the Budget figures. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con-
sent to extend my remarks in the Rucorp on the conference
report.
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The SPEAKER. ‘Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.

Mr. CRAMTON. In connection with that I will put in a
. tabulation which shows the effect of the changes made in con-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

JANUARY 4

ference to the various items. It should be stated that the bill
was accepted very largely by the Senate as passed by the
House, having made only 37 amendments in a bill of 99 pages,
those 37 amendments ineluding corrections of totals and typo-
graphical and clerical errors, The table follows:

Statement of Senale amendmenis involring appropriations, showing effect of action of conferees thereon

/ Increase 1+} or de- | Increase {+) or de-
crease (=) agreed | crease (—) sagreed
e Amount Amount atplﬁunit:I com d Amount com
* = i- Wl i
—— Subject Budget appmg;] g:tgaogy; Amd; 1! ouse with Senate figure
No. House Senate i
Rerlama- Indian tri-
tion funa | Gemeral | ings | General
1 roll, office of Becratary. 1 $366,600 |  $360,000 | $366,600 | $366,600 .______ .| +$6600 | ... ). ...
2 | Printing and binding 114, 000 100, 000 114, 000 107, 000 RN =T AT
6 | Indian ing schools......... A 8,185,000 | 8,185,000 | 3,228,000 | 8,210,000 f._._________| 425000 (.. _______ _ —18, 500
7,8 | Yakima Bapatoriom . _______________________ . 60, 000 60,000 {..ovoemne 60, 000 460, 000
9 | Indians, general support and civilization. ._____ 1825, 000 870, 000 925, 900,000 )| 800000 ________ —25, 000
10,1412 | F Indians, general support and civilization. . caceaao.- 40, 000 40, 000 20, 40, 000 420,000 |...._ ..
17| Silaries, Pankion: BImean vt oLl L e e s 1,200,000 | 1,132,460 | 1,190,000 | 1,160,000 |___._______| 27,540 |.__.._______ —30, 000
18 | Travel expensas, Bureau of Pensions : 130, 000 100, 0600 130, 000 130,000 | oo ] 430,000 |l
19 | Fees, examining sur ﬁ Burean of Pensions........... eeeranad 500,000 400, 000 500, 000 450,000 1. — 50, 000
22,23, 24 | Expenses, Bureau o! on in District of Columbia_.__.. ('; 20, 000 25, 000 25, 000
25 | Expenses, Burean of Reclamation, Denver offiee. .._.__.__.__.. ¢ 20, 000 25, 000 25, 000 nan
26+ Personal services, Burean of Reclamghou. d legal offices. ... 8 48, 000 50, 000 50, D00
27 | Printing and binding, ¥ & 20, 000 30, 000 ., B RN
29 | Truckes River survey it 50, 000 o3 ks T EREEANSEE WIS T I SETHARS
32 | National m 23, 230 7, 230 25, 030 25, 000 +1,770 —30
83 | National park roads. 1; 500, 000 | 1,500,000 | 2,000,000 | 2,000,000 500, 000
Tolal, increase or decresse. —-| 55,000 | 677,910 | 420,000 | —70,530
1 Exclusive of certain ! [tems were not segregated.

proposed transfers not approved by committee,
! Including salary roll under ** General expense” {tem.
Total, all funds above Honse figure, $732,010,
Total, sll funds below Senate figure, $50,530.

Mr. COLTON. Vill the gentleman yield? =

Mr. CRAMTON. I will

Mr, COLTON. Do I understand the gentleman to say that
the amount appropriated here will enable the department to
carry on its program of road building in the parks without a
supplemental appropriation?

Mr. CRAMTON. We do not anticipate a supplemental esti-
mate for 1927 and 1928. My own feeling is, and it is the Teel-
ing of our committee, that a proper program in the future
would involve an appropriation of two and a half million dol-
lars a vear, with authority to contract for a million and a half
in addition. So that the cash available would be larger than
the authority to contract instead of the present situation, where
the authority to contract is larger than the appropriation.

Mr. COLTON. I agree with the gentleman, and that is my
reason for asking the question.

Mr. CRAMTON. The gentleman will be interested to know
that this increase makes possible a very early beginning of one
of the most important scenic highways in America, the Mount
Carmel Road in Zion National Park, and also the building of
the south and west road in Mount Rainier Park.

Amendment 29, added by the Senate and accepted by the
House conferees, is the same amendment as was offered in the
House by the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. Agentz] when the
bill was under consideration here. There was not then oppor-
tunity for full consideration of it and no expression from the
department. In view of the following letter from the depart-
ment the House conferees accepted the amendment:

THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR,
Washington, December £1, 1926,
Hon, Lovis C. CRAMTON,
House of Representalives.

My DEar Mg, CramMToN: In response to your request over the tele-
phone concerning the department’s attitude with regard to the item of
$50,000 proposed to be included in the appropriation act for the
Bureau of Reclamation, Department of the Interjor, for the fiscal
year 1928 for investigations on the Truckee River in California and
Nevada, the following statement Is submitted :

The construction of the Spanish Springs reservoir has been indefinitely
postponed chiefly because of insufficient water supply. The extremely
low run-off during 1024 and 1925 has served to emphasize the short-
age and to indicate that the construction of a reservoir of this eapacity
and cost is not justified. The construction of a small reservoir at
this point s not feasible because of excessive cost,

There is, and for some years has been, a shortage of water supply
for the lands tributary to the Truckee Canal located om what are
known as the Fernley and Bwingle benches, There are about 7,200
acres of land under this canal now under water right and other areas
tributary to the canal for which water rights have not been sold.
These areas are within the limits of the Truckee divislon of the New-

¢ Limitations only, which do not affect total of the bill,

lands project. One of the main funetions of the proposed Spanish
Springs reservolr was to furnish the additional water supply necessary
for the Truckee Canal lands.

The landowners in the Truckee Meadows near Reno have expressed
4 desire to secure additional stored water, and the present plan now
is to investigate the possibility of constructing one or more small
reservoirs on the upper reaches of the Truckee River to furnish water
for the Truckee Meadows lands and for those under the Truckee Canal.
It is possible that by this arrangement cheaper storage may be pro-
vided for the Truckee lands and at the same time allay some of the
opposition which has heretofore developed on the part of the Truckee
Meadows people to the construction of the Spanish Springs reservoir.

Doctor Mead, of the Bureau of Reclamation, estimates that $30,000
should be sufficient to make full investigation and report and recom-
mends appropriation of this amount for the purpose stated. The
department concurs in this recommendation. :

Very truly yours,
E. C. FINNEY, Aoting Secretary.

While T have the floor I should like to call to the attention
of the House recent desirable developments in connection with
water transportation to Alaska. Certain language was in-
serted in the item for the Alaska Railroad by our committee
intended to make it possible for the Alaska Railroad manage-
ment to deal with the need for increased water-transportation
connection.

Since the bill passed the House I have had this word under
date of December 23, 1926, from Noel W. Smith, general man-
ager of the Alaska Railroad:

You may be interested in knowing that I have just received word
from the Alaska Steamship Co. that they have been advised by the
Pacific Steamship Co. that that company will start a weekly steamship
service between Seattle and Seward commencing about April 1, Prior
to this time the Pacific Steamship Co. has had service every two weeks.

The Alaska Steamship Co. advise that they have purchased a new
steamship of somewbat the same type as their present Yukon, which is
larger than the Northwestern. This new boat will be put in service
instead of the Northwestern and will slightly increase their passenger-
carrylng eapacity. It will also allow them to use the Northwestern
for special excursions if any can be worked up.

Mr, Speaker, I move the previous gquestion on the conference

report.

The previous question was ordered.

The conference report was agreed to.

Mr, CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, there is one amendment not
being authorized by existing law that the conferees did not
agree upon and is brought back for a separate vote. That is
amendment 37.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment in
disagreement,




1927

The Clerk read as follows:
HOWARD UNIVERSITY

Balaries : For payment in full or in part of the salaries of the officers,
professors, teachers, and other regular employees of the university, the
balance to be paid from privately contributed funds, $150,000, of which
pum not less than $2,200 shall be used for normal instruction.

General expenses: For equipment, supplies, apparatus, furniture,
ecases and shelving, statiomery, ice, repairs to buildings and grounds,
and for other necessary expenses, including $17,600 for payment to
Freedmen's Hospital for heat and light, $68,000

Mr, CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I move to recede and concur
in the Senate amendment, with an amendment thereto, as
follows:

The Clerk read as follows:

Btrike out all of the Senate amendment and insert in leu thereof
the following:

“ HOWARD UNIVERSITY

¥ Salaries: For payment in full or in part of the salaries of the
officers, professors, teachers, and other regular employees of the uni-
versity, the balance to be paild from privately contributed funds,
$150,000, of which sum not less than $2,200 shall be used for normal
Instruction.

* General expenses: For equipment, supplies, apparatus, furniture,
cases and shelving, stationery, ice, repairs to buildings and grounds,
and for other necessary expenses, including $17,600 for payment to
Freedmen's Hospital for heat and light, $68,000.

“For the construction of one additional dormitory building for
young® women, $150,000."
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Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I should explain that the
amendment which I have offered is the same as the Senate
amendment except that, in addition to the items restored by the
Senate, my proposal restores also the $150,000 for the girls'
dormitory. In other words, the amendment which I have
offered is exactly the language of the Budget, is exactly as
were these provisions in the bill as reported to the House by
the committee, but adds $150,000 for constructing a girls' dor-
mitory beyond what the Senate provisions took care of,

Now, if there is no request for time to discuss this amend-
ment, I move the previous guestion on the amendment and all
amendments thereto.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Michigan to recede and concur with an amendment.

The motion was agreed to.

On motion of Mr. CRAMTON, a motion to reconsider the vote
was laid on the table,

Mr, CRAMTON. Under leave given to extend my remarks I
insert the following table comparing appropriations for the
Interior Department, year by year, 1916 to 1928, inclusive,
segregating as to appropriations from the tribal funds for
benefit of the Indians, from the Federal Treasury for the In-
dians, but reimbursable, gratuity appropriations for the Indians,
appropriations for payment of Army and Navy pensions, appro-
priations from the reclamation fund, all other appropriations,
and the fotals. The figures here given for 1928 include the
appropriation for Howard University just approved by the
House. The table follows:

Annual appropriations under the Department of the Interior, including deficiencies, fiscal years 1916-1928
[Exclusive of permanent and Indefinite appropriations]

: Indian reim- other All other
Indian tribal | "5 reable Indisn |, AMYAd | Reclamation | Interior Total
appropriations | appropriations POOR0DS appropriations

1928 . $2,301,800.00 | $2,002,125.00 | $9, 286, 810.00 |$221, 000,000, 00 | $11,793,800.00 | $16, 167, 285, 00 | $262, 551, 820. 00
b L o ST 2,354, 520. 00 2,412,500.00 | 10, 488, 660. 00 |2 183, 000, 000. 00 7, 556, 000. 00 | 1 13, 866, 258, 00 | ! 229, 660, 038. 00
19261, 2, 135, 010. 00 1,589,178.00 | 13, 720,303.55 | 197,000,000.00 | 12,348, 000.00 | # 20, 924, 100. 00 | ? 247, 717, 600. 55
1925 2,612,700.00 | 1,565,600.00 | 9,656,420.00 | 222,500,000.00 | 11,108, 289.00 | 19,215,518.00 | 266, 736, 527. 00
1924 2, 406, 600. 00 2, 179, 850, 00 0, 458, 854. 00 | 253, 003, 000,00 | 12, 250,000.00 | 21,588, 534.00 | 300, 806, B33, 00
1023, -| 2,483,573.00 1, 041, 466. 00 0, 383, T20. 00 | 268, 000, 000.00 | 15,075,000.00 | 22, 710,520.00 | 318, 604, 279. 00
1022 2,718, 921. 00 1, 249, 005. 00 8,724,170, 00 | 265, 000, 000.00 | 20, 268, 000.00 | 20, 160, 758. 00 | 318, 116, 854. 00
1921 1,415, 165, 00 1, 450, 830. 00 9, 268, 513. 00 | 279, 000, 000. 00 8,463,000,00 | 21,972, 532.00 | 321, 570, 040. 00
1 B AN B S 1,631,817.00 | 2,173,833.00 | 9, 160,629.00 | 215 000,000.00 | 7,300,000.00 | 24,071,669.00 | 230,237, 048,00
1918 1, 750, 000. D0 2,133, 583. 00 8, 982, 758. 00 | 223, 000, 000. 00 9,497,080.00 | 20,365, 644.00 | 265, 729, 060. 00
1918 .. 1,201, 117.00 2, 029, 500. 00 9, 818, 295, 00 | 183, 000, 000, 00 8,227,000.00 | 28, 396, 24500 | 232,762, 157.00
1017 1, 263, 250, 00 1, 921, 686. 00 9, 045, 658,00 | 163, 000,000.00 | 8,584,000.00 | 18,275 465,00 | 202, 390, 350, 00
PR - 665, 000. 00 518, 740, 00 9,253, 162. 00 | 164, 000, 000.00 | 13, 530,000.00 | 15,120,077.00 | 203,086, 979.00

! Does not include appropriations for the Patent Office and the Bureau of Mines, which have been transferred to the Department of Commerce.

1 Anticipated deficiency for 1927, doe to increased rates effective Aug. 4, 1926, Civil War and Spanish American War pensioners, is expected to add $41,000,000 to this

amount.
i Includes $4,773,160 appropriated for the Patent Office and the Burean of Mines transferred to the Department of Commerce July 1, 1925,

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 15641) mak-
ing appropriations for the Navy Department and the naval
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, and for other
purposes. Pending that motion, I ask to have an understanding
in the matter of the control of the time for general debate. So
far as the time itself is concerned, there has been considerable
demand, and probably the entire day will be consumed in gen-
eral debate. Because of that fact, I suggest that we defer fixing
the time for closing general debate until later on in the after-
noonmn.

Mr. AYRES. Mr, Speaker, I have had several requests for
time on this side, and I think the suggestion of the gentleman
from Idaho is a wise one.

Mr. FRENCH. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent
that the time for general debate be controlled one-half by the
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Avyres] and one-half by mydelf.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Idaho asks unanimous
consent that the time for general debate be equally divided, one-
half to be controlled by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. AYres]
and one-half by himself. Is there objection?

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, reserving the
right to object, and I shall not object to the division of time,
but am making the resérvation for the purpose of asking the
distinguished chairman whether he-knows when this formida-
ble document containing the hearings before the subcommittee
of the House C‘immlttee on Appropriations in charge of the
Navy Department appropriation bill for 1928, consisting of some
eight hundred and odd pages, was ready for distribution to
Members of the House?

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, it was ready for distribution
yesterday when this bill was reported.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. How long does the distin-
guished gentleman from Idaho think it would take the average
Member of the House to read the 800 pages of printed matter
contained in this document, the answers and the guestions
and thé tables and the statements of admirals and others, with
relation to the Navy, its condition and its needs? What would
be a reasonable time for the reading of the 800-page document
which is filled with information upon matters that are vital to
every Member of the House?

Mr. FRENCH. Of course, it would take a considerable time
to read the report, and it would take a considerable time to
study the report. The hearings are intended to be rather
encyclopedie, furnishing information on many particular sub-
jeets in which a Member might be interested.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I was myself anxious to
look at a little item in connection with the Naval Academy, and
upon examining the report of the hearings, a copy of which
I was unable to procure until to-day, I find that the Naval
Academy matters are touched on in the hearing in not less
than 15 different places, ranging all the way from page 86 to
away up to page 285. It will be quite a little task to go
through this document and try to dig out what I want to learn
in regard to the Naval Academy, a matter that is not likely to
be touched upon in general debate at all.

Mr. FRENCH. Generally speaking, may I say that the com-
mittee follows the policy of organizing the subject and of outlin-
ing it, and on the whole I think the gentleman will recognize that
the subject is very carefully outlined; then we bring the sub-
ject matters that are discussed together, although there may
be an interval of several days between the times in which the
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hearings are held. Sometimes it happens that we must go to
print with a part of the hearings, and let other parts follow
along. Of course, it is unfortunate that at any time there

should be consideration of subjects not in one compact place. |

We have done the best we could. I think the index to the hear-
ings will supply the deficiency that possibly exists in the
arrangement of the subjects,

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Then I take it that it is the
thought of the chairman to try and have a compact debate in
one compact day and thus relieve the general membership of
the House of the necessity of reading the 800 pages of
testimony ?

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman from Idaho hopes that the
Members of the House will have a great deal of confidence in
the members of the committee who present the subject. We
are not asking that the debate be closed to-day.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. We do have that confidence
of which the gentleman speaks, but I notice, incidentally, that
at this moment the assistant to the distinguished chairman of
the subcommittee has just taken his place at the table with
about a half wheelbarrow load of additional documents, all
compact and all important, I feel quite sure, I hope that I
am not trespassing too much upon the time of the distin-
guished leader who wants to get ahead with the appropria-
tion bills, but I shall take just enough time to state that in my
opinion the making of appropriation bills in these committees
by small subcominittees, with a copy of the Budget in their
hands 40 days ahead of the time when a copy of the Budget is
in the hands of the other 400 Members of Congress, coupled
with a determination and desire upon their part to press the
appropriation bills through with as much speed as possible, is
an unfortunate practice. There is a hiatus in the proceed-
ings. We who are not on the subcommittee are not in a fair
way to ascertain what the Navy Department—or any other
department for that matter—really asked for when it first went
to the Budget. Members of Congress can not be informed upon
every subject, and it is unfortunate that they have not time
either to read the hearings or to sit in the committee room
when they are held, to do either of which is vital to a proper
understanding of the appropriations and what is going on in
the way of appropriations. It seems that there might be some
way by which Members who are not members of the Appro-
priations Committee might help that committee without appear-
ing to be in the rdle of interlopers or of obstructionists or of
particular opposition to any particular Budget program. I
take it that the Budget Bureau does not really intend to be a
body superior to Congress itself

‘Mr. AYRES. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my
reservation of objection.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the
gentleman from Idaho?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle-
man from Idaho that the House resolve itself into the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the
consideration of the naval appropriation bill,

The motion was agreed to. .

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera-
tion of the bill H. R. 15641, the naval appropriation bill,
with Mr. CaixpeLoM in the chair.

The Clerk reported the title of the bill.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
dispense with the first reading of the bill,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, in making a general statement on the naval appropri-
ation bill, I am going to follow the course that I followed two
years ago, rather than the course that I followed a year ago,
and ask the opportunity of making a general statement on the
bill without interruption, after which I shall be glad to be in-
terrogated, if there is anyone who compliments me enough to
want to ask a question. Also, I suggest that under the five-
minute rule it is my thought to be very generous in debate, and
that we may at that time, when we have the particular subject
matter before us, answer the interrogations that will be perti-
nent to the immediate subject.

The Navy appropriation bill is necessarily one of the greatest
of the supply bills that come before the Congress, and this year
it earries in direct and indirect appropriations the amount of
$324,304,680, as against $334,074,5750 in the current year, At
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this point I insert in my remarks a short table showing the
direct and indirect appropriations to which I have referred:

A i
Tncluding
UANE | pstimated, | Proposed,
deficien 3
and supnles 1928 1628
mental ap-
propriations
appropristions:
Navy Department - oo ooerooemane. $4, 289, 570 $4, 184,800 | $4, 830
Navalserviee_ .. . oiiaceiol 315, 628,005 | 310, 518, 850 810.%350
Total .. 819,917,575 | 31 650 | 314, 680
Indirect appropriations, naval service__ .. 5.000,060 1::;%,000 H.%tm
Contract authorizations, naval service..... 9,082, 000 5, 000, 000 5,000, 000
Reappropriation, naval service_—.......... 75, 000 12, 000 842, 000
Grandtotal. . .o i L 334,074,575 | 323, 715,650 | 324, 394, 630

! Exclusive of $1,115,000, more in the nature of a bookkeeping transaction.

The moneys for the current year to which I have referred
inclnde not only the appropriations carried in the appropria-
tion bill of a year ago, but also the supplemental appropriations
that were carried in deficiency bills; and in that connection
we must look ahead to certain supplemental estimates that
probably will come to the Congress and will need to be in-
cluded in the Budget before this Congress shall adjourn for
the fiscal year 1927 or for 1928, .

It is very possible, for instance, that authorization will be
made for increase of limit of cost on the two aircraft carriers,
and if so that will require, in a rough way, $3,500,000.

Your committee has no authority to bring in recommenda-
tions of money for that purpose at this time. We under-
stand also that certain deficiency estimates in connection
with submarine modifications will come in that will aggregate,
possibly, another $1,250,000. We understand that, possibly,
estimates will come in, assuming that there will be legislative
authorization, for the modernization of a couple of the older
battleships, and if that should be done it will again claim an-
other appropriation that will probably run into seven fizures.

I mention these things now so that you will not think that
the problem is solved, when you may pass this appropriation
bill, so far as moneys may be concerned.

We bave heard a great deal during the last several days
about the state of the Navy, the ships that we have in com-
parison with the ships of other navies, and only the other day
the statement was carried in the newspapers of a speech
delivered in another body in which it was declared that if we
should have one more limitation of armament conference we
would have no Navy at all.

Of course, such statements are calculated largely for propa-
ganda purposes. Such statements as that are inaccurate.
They oftentimes do not do justice to the ordinary candor of
those who make them.

I want at this time to place in the Recorp a statement show-
ing the allocation of the ships of the Unifed States Navy during
the current year 1927 and during the proposed year 1928, the
types of the different ships, and it will appear that we appro-
priate in this bill money to care for 320 ships of the United
States Navy for 1928 in commission, apart from vessels
assigned to shore activities:

Vessels not | siged sy
Vessels in essels nof med to
o asion inv;;f::ul.s‘ shfglnwa}:;tv- Total
commission
1028,
1927 | PO | 1097 | 1028 | 1927 [ 1028 | 1097 | 1008
for
BattlesmYa:
st e e 15| 16 2
First line (reduced commis- 18 18
slonpAly il s Lol sl gL 3 2
: d line - 4 2 6 8 1 1 11 11
et T 1 O T, S O S 0| 10
Becond line_ - x 3+ 2 8 RS AR 11 u
Alfreraft carriers:
First line. 12 | e ara : 2 2
R d line. - 1 by B 3=ty 1 1
Mine layers, second line.........] 2 3 2 2 4 4

¥ Reduced commission, floating oil storage.
1 Not yet completed.
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Vessels not vl d g
Vesselsin |, Corcs HOL | signe
i | in commis- | shore activ- Total
commission | ™ "oy itiesin
commission
1928,
pro-
1927 posed 1627 | 1928 | 1927 | 1928 | 1927 | 1928
for
108 | 108 | 156 | 156 3 3| 262 262
..... 8 | R e 8 ]
6 6 8 8 AL T B LD 14 14
48 48 2 L omeee e S 50 5
29 29 36 01, 65 85
8 2 3 6 T
- 1 M 37 16 16 53 53
12 12 1 3 13 13
6 L] 2 2 8 8
hasers LA I =] 5 4 25 3 30 2
Destroyer tenders. ..., gl ralera | gl 9
Submarine tenders 7| 8 2 3| '] 9
Rapatt shiDe e I s 3| 3
Stove shipfi:" Ty RS IR e 1 5 5
Colliers__ ... S [ 8 R0 5| 5
'I)ilens...t_i ............ ? i !: ? g 12| 12 ﬂ; ﬁg
Ammunition ships. .. |
G ships. ... 3 3 3 B 6 6
2 b o e ey Bl 2 2
2 ? 1 ¢ 3 3
7 7 11 11 19 19 37 37
A4 7 11 1 B 5 43 43
5 i ey H (DS L 5 5
9 ] 2 2 31 an
2 21 2 2
% 1 2 2 3 3
2 3 2 2 4 &
4 3 55 55 59 58
, 4] e | 1 1
...... 7 7 7 7
Lozt
| 336 | 44| 183 | 178 | 842 842

* 1 Reduced commission, Aoating oll storage.

I have indicated in figures the amount of money that we are
earrying in the pending bill, and I bave indicated by way of
comparison the moneys carried for the current year. But there
is something more important when great policies are involved
than the amount of money allowed for a particular purpose.
There is something more important than whether or not we
shall appropriate nearly $£325,000,000 for the Navy for the com-
ing fiscal year. The country is concerned in whether or not we
are maintaining an adequate Navy. It is concerned in whether
or not we are fairly complying with the obligations we assumed
in the limitation of armament treaty. We are rightfully con-
cerned in whether or not we are engaged in a program that
will mean competition in armaments upon the part of the
nations of the world, either by making ourselves so inefficient
that nations of limited wealth will assume they can outstrip
us aud that we do not care or through a program of building
that is Bxtravagant we inspire other nations to raise that issue
by increasing their naval establishments.

That you may answer this guestion you must consider a
number of factors. You must consider the ships maintained
by the American Navy and the ships of similar types main-
tained by the other nations that are signatory to the limitation
treaty. You must consider the readiness of the Navy to respond
in event of need. You must consider the number of officers and
men and their efficiency. You must consider the Navy from the
standpoint of its ability to perform any service that it might be
called upon to undertake. I want to give the House a picture
of our Navy and ask you to consider with me the several factors
that are most outstanding that enter into a well-rounded naval
establishment,

The terms set forth in the limitation of armaments treaty
define the number and tonnage of battleships, the tonnage of
aireraft carriers, and the maximum tonnage of individnal units;
the maximum tonnage of all other kinds of individual ships,
although not the sum total of other tonnage. It defines the
caliber of guns that may be carried on the different types,
and other lesser details looking to the carrying out of these
essential factors,

BATTLESHIPS

Consider first the battfeship situation. In the limitation of

armament treaty the limit was fixed on the number of ships of
this type that each of the powers signatory to the treaty might
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have, their tonnage individually and in the aggregate, and the
maximum ecaliber of guns. The terms are as follows:

ggtt:g Britian | J8pen France Italy
Tm 1= = o
s S0 Al B gl 2| 8
B1-g (818|885 §
4 = z = z 3 Z 3] VA 3

18525, 850 6191, 320

2179, T et e ] (e i)
oi ....... 022 3| 55, 770 25,310
.............. e 412700 400000 o 0.
Totals.....__. 15520, m[tsao.ml 1301,5mi‘ ﬁm.au ':imm

1 Nelson and Rodney, building to re Ajax, Centurian, King George V, and
Thunderer, When this replacement is effected, as it will be within a year, the capital
ship tonnage for the British Empire will be (20 ships) 558,950 tons.

Other provisions were made touching the United States under
which we were to substitute the Colorado and West Virginia
for the North Dakota and Delaware. Provisions were made
under which Japan, France, and Italy would perform certain
definite building or replacement programs and under which
general rules were outlined, and in addition to this, general
rules for replacement were outlined for all the nations that
were parties to the treaty.

Great Britain was given slightly more tonnage than the
United States because of the inferior character of certain of
her ships in comparison with the battleships of the United
States and of Japan. The country must assume that a fair
ratio on battleships, on tonnage of substitute battle cruisers,
was attained when the conference treaty was made. Now, may
I ask whether anything has happened since this treaty was
agreed to that so far as battleships are concerned tends to lessen
the strength of the United States within the ratio? My answer
is emphatically that no such thing has occurred. On the other
hand, the position of the United States is better than it was by
reason of things that we have been able to do wholly within the
terms of the treaty. Great Britain's powerful dreadnaughts—
the Nelson and the Rodney—will take their positions shortly in
the British line. Our replacement ships—the Colorado and the
West Virginie—have already taken their place in our line,
Great Britain among her 20 ships that will stand in lieu of our
18 battleships has 5 that are coal burners, and it is not
planned, so far as we know, that they be changed. The United
States when the treaty was signed had six coal burners among
her battleships. The last year witnessed the conversion of
three of these ships into oil burners and the modernization of
these three ships as well. The three remaining coal burners
are at this time in the navy yards being transformed into oil
burners and being modernized. They will take their places in
the American Navy in about 10 months, or within the fiscal year
for which we are now appropriating. Consider here that only
one of the capital ships of Great Britain is to-day equipped with
catapults and airplanes and that every battleship of the United
States, and every cruiser regards catapults and airplanes as a
part of its necessary equipment and is provided with them.

Other comparisons can be made touching speed and range of
guns and touching antitorpedo protection, but on the whole these
comparisons are not to the discredit of the ships of the
American Navy.

The question of the comparative strength of the battleships
of the Unifed States and Great Britain was considered by the
Naval Appropriations BSubcommittee two years ago, when
Colonel Roosevelt, the then Assistant Secretary, was before the
commitfee. A collogquy occurred that indicates the thought
at that time of this responsible officer connected with the Navy
Department. The collequy, in part, is as follows:

Mr. FrExcH. Is it true that on an average our capital ships are
more modern and are better ships in every way than the British ships?

Colonel ROOSEVELT. Yes; on an average, I remember the expression
used by Admiral Chatfield at the time we were talking about that.
He szaid, * The tail of your column is not as good as the tail of our
column, but the body of your column and the head of your column are
very much better than any of the rest of our column.”

The British believe that in battleships the advantage lies
with the United States, and I may say further there is not an
American who is familiar with our eapital ships who would not
readily agree to the suggestion that our capital ships are equal
to the capital ships of the British Navy.
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The other treaty ship, where tonnage is limited, is the air-
craft carrier. Here is a naval ship of a new type. Even now
it is in its experimental stage. Under the treaty basis of
5-5-3 aircraft-carrier tonnage is limited to a maximum of
135,000 tons for each Great Britain and the United States,
and three-fifths of that amount for Japan, and proportionate
ratios for France and Italy. Furthermore, no carrier may be
built of greater tonnage than 27,000 tons, with the exception
of carriers that were defined in the treaty as permissible to
build through the conversion of cruisers that were under con-

struction, The status of ships of this type is as follows:
United Great
States Britain Japan Franoce Italy
Type
Num- Ton- [Num-| Ton- {Num-{ Ton- [Num-| Ton- {Num-
ber | nage | ber | nage | ber | mage | ber | mage | ber
Aircraft carriers, first
line: !
Built. . ......... o....| ol (| PR ol w& 0
Building_.__..____ 2{ 66, 2 a7, 2 53, 1] 21,1 0
Aircralt carriers, sec- [
ond line, built .____. 1 12,7 225, 1| 9, 500 {i| NeR e 0
Total.... ... aim,mu( aiqu 3 os,:m] Yo 0

A moment ago I said that the aircraft carrier is a ship of a
new type. It was not known until a few years ago that we
could take off from the deck of a ship or effect a landing
upon it. We have proceeded cautiously in the matter. Our
experimental ship is the Langley, not built originally as an
aireraft carrier. Great Britain has two experimental ships of
similar tonnage, and Japan one experimental ship, three-
fourths as large. The esperimentation that the Aviation Serv-
ice of the Navy has carried forward on the Langley has proven
of the highest value. It has definitely determined matters that
have to do with taking off in flight, that have to do with land-
ing, that have to do with the construction of aircraft and car-
riers, touching design from a multitnde of angles. The Sara-
toga and Lerington, which are now rapidly approaching com-
pletion, will receive the benefits of the experimentation upon
the Langley. They are better ships than if they had been com-
pleted four year ago. In tonnage we are not up to the ratio
figure, but from the standpoint of efficiency we are making
progress. Better that we proceed slowly and build new car-
riers when we may be satisfied that we have perfected proper
and adequate designs than that we rush forward in the con-
struction of carriers, so that in the shortest possible time we
could attain the tonnage permitted in the treaty. Otherwise
“our aireraft carriers might be of a type upon their completion
that we would need to regard as obsolete or obsolescent.

I take it that the Naval Affairs Committee of the House
must have been impressed with this point of view and must
have been controlled by it, for that committee has not brought
in a bill authorizing the construction of an additional aircraft
carrier beyond the three that the United States has completed,
or is in process of completing.

CRUISERS

We now come to the cruiser situation. First of all, T am
going to ask you to consider a table which is before you, and
which I shall ask to have incorporated in my remarks at this

point:
Cruisers and light cruisers

gg‘t:g ch*'{::ltn Japan France Italy
i1
g
sl B (2|8 (28|21 8|2 &
Cruisers and light
eruisers at time of
%m baflt 1013 4] 58,2000 4 34,7 101
TR e o G g e B
t 11, ' 13, 60, 10/39, 100
Light cruisers i i
building. ... 10 75,000(. |- 52,0000 o)l
Total........ 23,917,550 671359, 070] 22121,046] 19,165,085 155,000
Cruisers completed
T
Exstljm_.__-__ 10/ 75,0000 6, 38,750| 12| 67, MmO o] o

1 Not available as to France and Ttaly,
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Cruisers and light erwisers—Continned

United Girest
States | Britain | 78R8 France [ Italy
e R 3 e
g 2 z g 2
= g = 3 3
e Ul i ol I B [ M
Crulsers and light
cruisers to-day:
ht ﬁisors.
rst line.____.. 100 75,000 40194, 191102, 005 3| 18,731 30, 78
Lighteruisrs, ;“_ i o " 0
second line. .. 1 , 975 5 6 27,362 1 395 2 6,274
Craisers, second : 1 | & |
O s 11]139, 450 ........... 7l 5'1.093 lel&m 3;31,23
Total....... 31254425  49242,380( 32103,485, 131138,459 13l08, 286
Building and pro-
Light cruisers,
D 2! 20,000{ 111
nilding. ... ; 11110,0000 6 54, 53, 61
Authorized and | : : Fn T R
?pptoprisud 50 000
OP 3 000f_: ... e 11 1 S A i
Auttorized bt o = gt
not appro| =
ated for o .. d 9 B N Wt ool

From much that has been said in the press and in public
speeches and from the yast amount of propaganda literature
that has been coming to our desks we would be led to believe
that Great Britain and Japan are engaged in a mad rush in
cruiser building and that these nations are not acting in good
faith and have not acted in good faith since the armament
agreement. The proponents recite that cruisers under the
treaty are not specifically limited as to number, but they say
that the spirit of the 5-5-3 agreement applies to cruisers, I
could wish that there was an agreement that would apply to
all types of crafts and am quite willing to accept the formula
as applying fo cruisers, providing those who are engaged in a
cruiser campaign will accept the formula touching all factors
that enter into naval defense,

Pending such an agreement, we must take into consideration
all the factors, the predominance of one nation in one factor
as against the predominance of another nation in another
factor, and go ahead on the basis of a program that will be
measurably just and fair toward all; that will not inspire the
thought that the United States is cringing and will not main-
tain her defenses, or that, on the other hand, will not inspire
the thought that the United States is bent on a competitive
building program. One of the greatest American philosopher
humorists said, “It ain't what we know that hurts us, it is
what we know that ain't so.”

That is the difficulty touching naval programs,

Now, let us consider the cruiser chart that I have presented,
How has the situation changed since the Washington treaty?
At the time of the treaty the United States had 13 cruisers
and, in addition, 9 gunboats that are now listed as_eruisers
but that are not shown on the chart at the time of the treaty.
These 22 ghips were from 3,000 fons to nearly 16,000 tons, and
in speed were rated from 21 to 27 knots. Great Britain had
67 crunisers with an average of less than 5,500 tons and only
10 that were above 5,440 tons.

In speed they ranked with ours. Japan had 17 cruisers that
in tonnage and speed rated about with the cruisers of Great
Britain and the United States.

It may be said that many of the cruisers in this list were old,
and that is true—true of the United States, true of cruisers of
all three nations, in fact—and many of them must be classified
as cruisers of the second class and not fit for great service.
Two of ours go back to the nineties—the Rochester and the
Olympiac—and are probably retained largely through sentiment.
Seven other light cruisers go back to 1900-1905 and 3 light
cruisers and 10 second-line cruisers go back to 1905-1910. At
the time of the limitations conference one of Japan's was of the
1899 vintage, another of 1904. Whether or not they are included
in her list to-day I do nof know.

Of Great Britain’s 67, 13 go back to 19141916, while 24
appear to have been withdrawn from service.

Notice, too, that the United States was building 10 cruisers,
Great Britain none, and Japan 5.

You will notice from the chart that the cruigers at the time
of the treaty were not classified as cruisers of the first and
second line—they were listed in a common column, The figures
furnished us at the present and recent hearings list the ships
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of the various types as belonging to the first or second line, de-
pending upon their fitness as fighting units.

Now, may I direct your attentiom to the changes in the
situation since the armament treaty was agreed to? The
United States since that time, or in 1923 to 1925, has com-
pleted 10 cruisers of the first line, with a tonnage of 7,500
tons each, and with a speed of 33.7 knots. Great Britain since
the treaty has completed § cruisers of the first line and Japan
has completed 12, Now, notice the cruisers listed in the
present serviee of ench country, The United Stutes has 10
cruisers of 7,500 tons each of the first line and 22 of the
second llne. Great Britain has 40 croisers of the first line
and 9 of the second, while Japan has 19 of the first line and
13 of the second, Yon will notice that of Great Britain's
67 cruisers at the time of the treaty flve years ago, 24 no
longer appear nnd 9 are listed by our officers as belonging to
the sccond line, all this on wccount of age and tonnage and
lack of efficiency of the craft,

Now, turn for a moment to the cruiser-building program of
the several nations. The United States is building 2 cruisers
of the 10,000-ton class. Three more have been appropriated
for, while 3 others huve been authorized, Great Britain is
building 11 cruisers of the 10,000-ton class, 3 more have been
appropriited for of somewhat less tonnage, and 9 additional
ernisers, tonnage not indicated, have been authorized, but not
approprinted for. Japan is building 6 cruisers slightly under
the 10.000-ton class,

We have been told that by 1032, when these programs shall
have been completed, not including the ernisers authorized,
but not appropriated for, the United States will have 15
cruisers of the first line, Great Britaln will bave 54, aund
Japan 25. Remember in this connection that by 1932, 19 of
the 54 British ecroisers will be more than 15 years Ulll and
on the rule that the American officors apply to the Na\) of
the Unlted States, will have to tuke their place In the second
live, so that instead of there being 54 cruisers in Great
Britain's frst liue uavy, there will be but 35.

Jonsider another factor, tonnage: In 1932, 5 of the cruisers
of the United States will be of the 10,000-ton class; 10 will be
of the 7,600-ton class. All of them will be not older than 10
years and some of them only fresh from the shipbuilding yards,

Of Great Britaln's new cruisers, 11 will be of the 10,000-ton
¢lass and 3 somewhat less, while Japan will have but 6 ernisers
that will be in the class with the best eruisers of either Great
Britain or the United States.

Furthermore, of these 54 crulsers of Great Britain in 1932,
A4 will be under 5,000 tons, and three-fourths of the cruisers
of Japan of approximately the same tonnage.

8o, then, while it is troe that the United States now and in
1932 will be short of the 5-5-3 ratio in cruisers, our shortage
is not the shortage that the propagandists for a competitive
shipbuoilding program would have us believe, and it is a short-
age that is offset in large degree by uanother factor to which I
shall direct attention.

In the meantime I stand for the policy of orderly procedure in
our development, amd procedure in harmony with every effort
that our country should make to reduce by agreement the
burdens of armament.,

18 THELE A AIAD RACE 1IN CRUISER BUILDING ON THE PART OF GREAT BRITAITN
AND JAPAN?T

So much haz been said in the press about a mad race in
competitive eralser building on the part of Great Britain and
Japan that I must not let the criticism go unnnswered, The
United States, by way of repetion, is now building two
10,000-ton ernisers. We have made appropriations for three
more, and work npon them will begin in a few months. Three
more have been nuthorized, and the Committee on Naval Affairs
of the Hunse has placed upon the calendar a bill providing for
10 more 10,000-ton eruisers, of which I assume three may be
regarded as tuking the place of the three heretofore authorized
but not appropriated for.

Now turn to Great Britain, Great Britain is building to-day
11 ¢ruisers of the 10,000-ton class and 3 of a class slightly
lower. In addition to this, nine cruisers have been anthorized,
and the papers within the last few days have carried the state-
ment that one of them is to be built shortly.

Turn to Japan. Japan is to-day building six cruisers of the
10,000-ton class or slightly under. Surely there is nothing in
this program to arouse apprehension. Four of these six are

still on the ways—ihey have not been launched—while two
others are far behind in their program of construction.

We are told that Japan has a most important navy-building
program that she is about to undertake.

DBut what are the
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facts? One year ago the marine minisfer of Japan prnpus't-ul
a shipbuilding program that would cover a period of four

years, that would entail an expenditure of approximately
$147,000,000. That program called for 33 ships—
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That program was rejected. Within the last few weeks
another program has been submitted by the minizter of marine,
The new program ealls for an expenditure of about $130,600.000
over a period of five years, This program, as to number of
ships, calls for—

1T (R S PPN DT (0 O Gy O e 4
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From the foregoing this program is $16,400.000 under the pro-
gram of a year ago, and calls for a spread over five years
instead of four. What the fate of this program will be is for
the Japanese administration and the Diet to determine, To the
present it has not been approved, but may I direct your atten-
tion to the most significant factor in connection with the
program.

For the next fisenl year the marine minister has asked, under
the program, $2,300,000, and for the year following $5,960.000.
I direct particular attention to these small estimates of ex-
penditure for the first two years to emphasize my thought that
Japan is not engaged in any mad shipbuilding program. The
marine minister calls for an expenditure of $130,600,000 for
new ships tentatively allocated over a period of five years, and
then asks that less than 2 per cent of it be expended the first
year and less than 5 per cent of it the second yedr. What
does this mean? Surely not that Japan I8 engaged in a mad
race for competitive shipbuilding. Rather, it means that Japan
is proceeding cantiously; that she has lopes that through a
further limitation-of-arms conference it may be possible for
her to abandon part of what now seems to be a necessary
program. Failing in that, doubtless she contemplates that
with an expenditure of less than T per cent during the first
two years of a five-year program she will spread the balance
of the total not over the rempining three years but over several
or many additional years.

Gentlemen, let us be fair in this matter. Let us recognize the
teuth. Let us not be swept off our feet and plunged into an
unwarranted shipbuilding program by those who draw infer-
ences from actions that are taken by other nations,

DESTROYERS

We now come to another important type of ship—the de-
stroyer. The destroyer is a screening ship essentially. It is
swift ; it is agile. It ean not perform the service of the crniser
of larger tonnage. It is a ship of the type that can not be dis-
pensed with in a modern fleet. At this point I direct your
attention to the number of destroyers and the tonnage of the
limitation-treaty nations:

United Btates Pritish Empire Japan
N‘:f_" Tonnage N‘;‘;:l " | Tonnages Ng::— Tonnage
Dastmyuru first line:

.................. 262 | 312,470 160 | 194,575 8 85, 650
Bulltling .................. 2 2,540 | - 6 8, 670
Authorized and s nppro-

Sen oy o T e P Ry | E SR TR M| 8 11, 580
Total 22| w24 am| wnus| o2 105880

Authorized, but mot
appropriated for._.__

Destroyers, leaders, first
line:
Built. . A ]
BollampEsyec oo
Authorized and appro-
priated for__

41,310 4

line,

Destroyers, second
built 4,200 12
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As imporiant as is the destroyer in any navy, those who are
urging a competitive shipbuilding program have not directed
attention to the fact that the United Btates has 262 destroyers
of the first line, against 169 destroyers of the first line of Great
Diritain and 78 of Japan. Here the ratlo is tremendously in
favor of the United States. This is true notwithstanding the
fact that Great Britain has 18 destroyer leaders, which, after
all, areglestroyers of somewhat larger tonnage and speed.

This situation and the cruiser situation were in the minds of
those who sat saround the eonferenee table that shaped the
limitation agreement. The United States was weak in cruiser
strength In eomparison with Great Britain, bat Great Britain
and Japan were weak in destroyer strength in comparison with
the United States.

Remember that these {wo types of ships ean not stand great
punishment, buat, on the other hand, remember that they bath
can inflict damage upon cupital ships and all other naval craft
One destroyer can not be counted as a set-off against a eruiser ;
but when it is remembered that the United States has nearly
100 destroyers more than Great Britain and nearly 200 more
than Japan, surely the ships of this type must be regarded as
having valune when we recall the many eruisers of both Great
Britain and Japan that belong to the 3,000 and 5,000 ton class.

BURMARINES

There i2 another type of ship that T want to draw your at-
tention o in a comparative way—the submarine. Here again
is nn interesting comparison, and I direet your attention to the
table showing submarines and the tonnage of the different
(_-lm;.-ies built or within the program of the armament-treaty
nations :

United States Great Britlan Japan
Nu Num- Nnm-
ber . | Tonnage o | Tonnage | {0 | Tonnage
Fleet suhmarines, first line:
Bl [ 9, 055 4 8, 680 (! 10,110
WL T, AT ) ety AL P 3 4,145 ] 7
Authorized and appro-
i pion 8 AR Foaieiy (-t R 8 B 070 9 11, 970
Tolal. o e e ses ] 9, 075 13 20, 895 20 29, 080
Cruiser submarines, first
line:
Building i 2 = o E=CRPRA T i oy

Authorized and appro

Mine-laying submarines,
first Hne:

= 3 2 670
Bollding. e : LI 3 8, 000
. Sl | R | 3 2,670 2 3, 000
Monitor t submurines,
o Lo S I | o] wwalofo.
Bubmarines, second line:
BalbC . T 65| 31,253 b ] 10, 308 10 3,250
Building. ... i
Authorized and appro- ]
B e e e L el s i e e L e e Sy
i, e L il 63| a1,m2 4 10, 368 10 3,20
Mine-laying submarines,
second line: Bullt. ... leee...

The submarine situation again is favorable rather than un-
favorable to the United States. Some of the discuossions that
have appeared in the public press recently have directed atten-
tion to the fact that Great Britain and Japnn have in what
are classified as fleet submarives built and building larger
numbers than the United States. Two factors must be taken
into account, however, in considering this question.

In the first plice, Great Britain Is credited with building
three of this type, Japan five, and the United States mnone.
On the other hand, the United States is bmilding two sub-
marines that are classified ag cruiser submarines, while of
this type Great Britain and Japan are bullding none, The

fleet submarines and the cruiser submarines sare intended for
similar purposes.

In this program the different nations are
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competing with each other for eflicieney, speed, radins, and
safety, The submarine belongs to a type of ship that is of
comparatively recent orvigin. It is only 10 years ago that the
Allied Powers were In consternation over the feat of the Ger-
man cruiser submarine when she came to the shores of America
and departed, making a safe return o her home port. What
the future may hold in submarine building we do not know,

I direct attention to the fact that the submarines that are
listed as fleet submarines of Japan, Great Britain, and the
United States are in tonnage small in comparison with what
naval engineers believe must be the most efficient fleet sub-
marine of the future, but whatever balance muy be against
the United States touching fleet and cruiser submarvines, it is
more than offset by the preponderance in favor of the United
Stutes of the large number of other efficient submarines.

OFFICER AND ENLISTED FPEHSONNEL

We now come to the officer and enlisted personmnel of the
Navy. On September 30 last there were 5,117 line officers on
the active Hst, of which number 62 were additional nnmbers.
On the same date there were 1,948 stafl officers and 1,466 chief
warrant and warrant officers, a grand total of 8531, This
bill provides the money for 56,262 officers of the line, 1,969
staff officers, and for 1,470 chief warrant and warrant officers,
a grand total of 8,710,

The nuthorized number of line officers is 5499 on the basis
of the anthorized enlisted strength of 137.485. We will be
237 short of that number in 1928, according to the pay figures.
The aectual number Iz quite conjectural, because there are
many inflnencing elements,

We have carried in the bill provision for 82,500 nien, the
same as the current year. When the Navy Department sub-
mitted its frst estimate to the Budget, a tentative number of
men for 1928, the department called for 56,000 enlisted per-
sonnel, but upon econsideration of all the factors entering
into the situation a lesser number was agreed upon and esti-
mated for by the Budget. Upon the basis of 86,000 enlisted
personnel the department allocated for sea duty 00,017 and
for shore duty 25,983, When officers of the department were
before your subcommittes we were advised that on Seplember
30, 1926, on a basis of 820500 enlisted personnel for the cor-
rent year, we had the following allocation: Sixty thounsand
one hnndred and forty-five at sea and 22495 on shore. When
then we bring to you a bill making provision for 82,500 en-
listed personnel for the coming fiseal yeur we have wmade
provision for all the men at zea that the department wonld
send to sea—Iif we had made provision for 56,000 men—or,
in other words, 60,017. In addition to this we have made
provision for men assigned to shore duty in the number 22 453,
or almost exactly the same round figure that defined the men
on ghore on September last.

How does our enlisted personnel compare with the enlisted
personneél of other natlons signatory to the limitation treaty?
The following table indicates this situntion as of October 1,
1926 (Japan, July 1, 1926) :

OfMcers Maen Total

Unlted States regular Navy............. 8,531 | m2 010 01,441
PBritish Empire regular Navy. .o meeaeeae 7. 801 82 0837 | 90, 438
Dependancim. - . e LT 73 9,672 | 10, 045
Civil erews of anxillories fi-.) 3, 628 4,154
Total 9,302 | 05,85 | 105,137
Japan regular Navy.. 7,703 A, 318 76, 041
France regular Navy._ 3, 570 43, 000 54, 570
Italy regular Navy... - 2,710 40,124 42 534
The foregoing figures were furnished to your committee by
the Navy Department, but there are several factors that must

be taken into account in order that they may present a irue
pletare, First, the item for civilians, listed as 528 officers and
3,620 enlisted men in the British Navy, must be disnllowed in
comparing the man power of the British Navy with the Navy
of the United States. These figures must be disallowed in
making comparison for the reason that these officers and men
are doing a service that we are hiring civilian agencles to per-
form, or else a scrvice that we do not need to do because of
the fact that our country is eompact instend of embracing far-
flung territories, as go to make up the realm of the Liritish
Empire. Becond, the coast guard service for Grent Dritain is
performed by her navy. The coast guard service for her de-
pendencies is performed by officers and men listed in the figures
1 have indieated for the British Navy, On the other hand,
the United States performs that gervice through a Coast Guard
that in time of peace I8 under the Treasury Department and
whose officers and men are not included in the numbers of
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officers and men for the United States that I have indieated.
In the Coast Guard of the United States we have more than
9,000 officers and men. These officers and men would be
carried into the Navy as part of the Navy of the United States
in event of war. These officers and men are to-day perform-
ing a work that is calculated to keep them fit in a degree far
greater than much of the service that is performed by officers
and men listed as part of and properly credited to the British
Navy.

There are other controversial factors, such as (he marine
service of the two countries, the aviation service, and the
indefinite number of civilian employees who in one country are
doing work that in the other country is performed by officers
and enlisted men. We can not know definitely of all ol these
conflicts, and I think that after I shall have made the state-
ment that I am about to make you will say that it is rather
immaterial that we pursue the question further.

The prime service of an enlisted personnel is to do the
work of the Navy at sea, to man ships, to handle guns, to
handle aireraft, to care for and operate the technical machin-
ery and equipment that modern ships of war contain, and not
primarily to do any considerable amount of work on shore that
can be handled by elyilians quite as well. "

On September 30 last the Unifed States had 82,910 enlisted
personnel. Of this number the Navy Department has advised
us that we had afloat 73 per cent, or 60,525 men. We actually
had afloat on that date 60,145 men, On the same date Great
Britain, excluding her civilian crews that under no considera-
tion should be counted for our present purpose as part of the
PBritish Navy, had 59,006 enlisted men, or 64.1 per cent of 92,209
enlisted personnel in her Navy, including all the enlisted per-
sonnel of the British Isles and the dependencies of Great
Britain as well.

Japan on July 1 last had an enlisted personnel of 68,338, Of
that number she had afloat 60 per cent, or 41,003 men. So then,
when it comes to a comparison of the three enlisted personnels
afloat of Great Britain, the United States and Japan, having
in mind a ratio that does not in so many words apply to en-
listed personnel we find that the figures are almost in exact
accord with that ratio, The true figures would be: United
States, 60,000 men ; Great Britain, 60,000 men ; Japan, 40,000 men.

The allocation of the dates that I have indicated, October
1 and July 1 last, gave the United States 60,145, Great Britain
59,000, Japan 41,003.

THE NAVAL RESERVE

The estimates on account of the Naval Reserve are presented

under the following heads:

Increase
A | M |

crease (—)
Naval Reserve.___ $3, 820,860 | $3,850,000 | 4§29, 140
Pay of the Navy:
Transferred men 6,807, 660 | 7,980,000 | 41,172, 340
Clothing ontite:. o e ry s T ") O AT RSt iAEr L
Aviation (new aircraflt and equipment) . —eeoeefeoeoeensn " 235, 000 +235, 000
Total...oo 10, 628, 520 | 12,065, 000 | -1, 436, 480

1 Not separated from regular service issues.
FLEET EESERVE

The plans call for a total of 1,000 officers and 12,192 men
apart from aviation, and 612 officers and 1,352 men for aviation
units, or a total of 1,612 officers and 13,544 men. The present
total strength applicable to these objectives is 1,063 officers and
7,815 men. The estimates as presented provide for 1,280 offi-
cers and 8,290 men, or, omitting aviation, 1,000 officers and
8,020 men.

This is a very difficult appropriation for which to estimate,
as service is purely voluntary. A determined effort is being
made to rid the fleet reserve of those who do not manifest a
proper degree of inferest. The commitiee is watching this
situation because it feels sure that the Congress does not wish
to put a single dollar under this head which the Navy could
well use in other ways, where there is not a measurably ade-
quate return.

KESERVE AVIATION

The amount carried for reserve aviation, including $235,000
for new aireraft and equipment under the appropriation,
“Aviation, Navy,” is $1,048329, divided as follows:

Pay and allowances, including travel and sobsistence——.—-- $398, 013
New aircraft and equipment_____- :

Maintenance and operation of planes and stations_________ 3:.’9: 888

Pay and subsistence of trapsferred reservists (former en-
T e 1y ST A P T PR L F LW A = 85, 428
Total 1, 048, 329
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The carrent appropriation is $826,462. As previously pointed
out, the objective of this organizaticn is 612 officers and 1,352
men. At the present time about one-third of the officer strength
is available or will be by the end of the fiscal year, and some-
thing under one-fifth of the eunlisted strength. The estimates
provide for giving training to 280 officers and 270 men, and
to 66 student aviators, cutting down, however, on the flight
training of the officers from 45 fo 28% hours. As to the wis-
dom of this the committee will not attempt to express an
opinion. If detrimental, it would seem fo be more than com-
pensated for by the plan to send 50 reserve aviators to the
fleet to serve in the capacity of aviators for a period of one
year. The committee heartily indorses this plan. It may lead
nitimately to the solution of the guestion of regular service
officer pilots.

VOLUXTEER NAVAL RESEEVRE

The Volunteer Naval Reserve is composed of officers and men
divided into various subclasses in accordance with the dufies
they will be ecalled upon to perform in the event of war.
Officers and men of this class are not entitled by law to receive
pay for drill attendance, but they are entitled to receive pay
and allowances while performing active training duty, the same
as members of the fleet reserve.

There were 2,507 officers and 11,011 men in the Volunteer
Naval Reserve on September 30, 1926.

TRANSFEREED MEN

This class, known as transferred men, is composed of men
who have completed 16 or 20 years' service in the Navy. If
transferred after 16 years' service, they receive annually one-
third of their pay plus all permanent additions at time of
transfer, and if they transfer after 20 years' service they
receive annually one-half of their pay plus all permanent addi-
tions at time of transfer. The estimates provide for 4,904
of the 16-year men and 3,326 of the 20-year men. The appro-
priation necessary is $7,953,961.306. Under the act of February
28, 1925 (43 Stat. 1080), no transfers can be made before the
completion of 20 years' service by men enlisting subsequently
to the date of approval of such act.

_ The committee can not state with accuracy, but believes
investigation will disclose that many of these transferred—vir-
tually retired—men served their entire enlistments in clerieal
capacities; that is, in ratings calling for the performance of
duties of a clerical nature. It suggests further consideration
of the legislation touching the Naval Reserve with the view to
confining its benefits fo men in those ratings which it is appar-
ent it would be difficult to fill in time of emergency.

THE MARINE CORFS

The Budget estimates provide for a force of 16,800 enlisted
men in the Marine Corps, or 1,200 fewer men than provided by
current appropriations.

The authorized strength of the Marine Corps is 27,400 men,
or one-fifth of the anthorized strength of the Navy., This bill
makes provision for 82,500 men in the Navy, or 60 per cent
of its authorized strength. The number proposed in the
Budget for the Marine Corps, 16,800, represents 61 per cent
of its authorized strength. Viewing the matter from such an
angle, it would appear that the Marine Corps might well stand
such a cut.

The primary mission of the Marine Corps, however, is to
have in readiness a well trained and equipped body of men to
accompany or precede the fleet as an advance base force if
and when the need should arise. This purpose seems to have
become more and more subservient to missions entirely foreign
to the main reason for the corps' existence, with the result
that but a relatively small part of the corps’ appropriations
may be said to be on account of its primary object. To bring
about a reduction in the Marine Corps the committee believes
it will be necessary to consider more than the relationship a
certain number bears or contributes to a total actual or poten-
tial force. It involves a guestion of administrative policy with
respect to the employment of the force provided in excess of
properly constituted advance base units, and any change in the
present policy no doubt would require provision being made
in other directions. The two would need to be considered simul-
taneously.

Entertaining such a conviction, the committee has been unable
to accept the Budget proposal and is recommending appro-
priations and reappropriations that it believes will enable the
corps to continue during the fiscal year 1928 with approxi-
mately its present year force. The resultant allowance over
the Budget proposal amounts to $830,000, which has been en-
tirely provided by the reappropriation of unexpended balances
of Marine Corps appropriations for the fiscal year 1925,

The bill makes provision for 1,020 commissioned officers, the
current year number, for 155 warrant officers, for 362 trans-
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ferred fleet reservists, for 2,600 assigned men, and for training
807 members of the Marine Corps Reserve. The committee has
refused to provide for an increase in the number of assigned
men.

An increase of $279,243 has been allowed over the current
apprapriation to buy target-practice ammunition. The Army
has been supplying this type of ammunition since the war, but
the nnreliobility of the last consignment indieates that the
Marine Corps will have to go into the market to fill its needs
in the future.

The housing situation at Quantico merits very early con-
gideration. The barracks and quarters there are makeshifts
and should be replaced with permanent construction at the
~earliest date practicable. Had there been authorization founded
on a carefully planned program the committee would have been
disposed to reappropriate the remainder of the 1925 unexpended
money as well as the ascertainable 1926 balances to initiate
the work. Apart from the $830,000 which the bill reappro-
priates there is something upward of a million dollars remain-
ing nnused of the funds appropriated for the corps for the two
fiscal years indicated.

FUEL AND TRANSPORTATION

For fuel and transportation the Budget estimate is $12.-
000,000, as against $13,950,000 for the current fiscal year, a
reduction of $1,950,000. There has been a modification of the
steaming plans upon which the current appropriation was based
and there has been a reduction in the average price of fuel oil
from $1.5599 per barrel to $1.41339, and in consequence of both
a sum approximating $937,000 of the current appropriation may
be turned back. In view of this surplus the reduction pro-
posed in the Budget actually Is around a million dollars. The
commitiee is proposing the Budget estimate.

The break-up of the 1928 estimate will be found on page 340
of the hearings. It will be noticed therefrom that a further
decline is in prospect in the average price of fuel oil, the figure
being $1.33228 per barrel. This means, excluding other than
fuel-oil factors, that on the basis of using the same quantity of
fuel ofl in 1928 as the revised estimate indicates will be used
during the present fiscal year an appropriation somewhat
under $12,000,000 would suffice.

ECONOMIC FACTORS

In considering the Navy program up to the present time, we
have had before us ships of the different essential types,
aviation as it involves the Navy, and the men behind the guns.
Consider for a moment the position of the United States,
Great Britain, and Japan from the standpoint of economic
conditions.

An eminent American naval critic, urging the other day the
insufficiency of the American Navy, pointed out the many naval
bases that Great Britain has and stresses this situation as an
element of strength. I recognize that with the widely secat-
tered parts of the British Empire, Great Britain must possess
widely separated and numerous naval bases. These two factors
are factors that must be correlated—far-flung territorial areas
and widely scattered naval bases. Suppose, however, that the
territory of Great Britain were compact—that Canada, Aus-
tralia and South Africa, and New Zealand, and India, and
the other possessions of the British Empire were as compact
as the territory of the United States, there would be no occa-
sion for the many widely separated bases. As a matter of fact,
it means weakness and not strength that Canada, Australia,
South Africa, and New Zealand are so far removed from the
center of the British Empire,

The British Isles that we think of as the heart of Great
Britain - are, comparatively speaking, of small area. They
possess great wealth and they possess a wonderful people, but
the isles do not possess the economic factors adequate for the
maintenance of the population. 'The people of Great Britain
depend, and must depend, upon the outside world. Their
dependency is for food; it is for clothing; it is for structural
materials; it is for fuel and especially fuel oil. Great Britain
must maintain open to her ships the lanes of the sea. To do
this Great Britain must have naval bases, and Great Britain,
more than the United States, is in need of types of ships such
as cruisers that are swift and of widest radins of actio
Great Britain must pay attention to the reserve supply of fuel
oil, to materials of all kinds, In a manner that the United
States does not need to consider. Stop the lanes of the sea to
the ships of Great Britain and suffering would be brought to
the people of the British Isles within a period of weeks, and
collapse of the British Navy as a fighting force would be a
matter of days.

Turn to the United States. Our country could be cut off
from the rest of the world and there would be food for our
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people, there would be fuel ofl for our use, there wounld be
materials of all kinds for our fabrication. The lanes of the sea
might be closed to us for weeks or for years shounld the neces-
sity arise. The United States within her own territory could
sustain her people without suffering, and could produce the
materials to meet whatever emergency naval necessities might
require in resumption of active naval warfare for the protec-
tion of the interest and dignity and honor of our country.

The economic element is an element that can not be ignored
by this Congress and by the country as it looks to the program
of defense, It is an element of strength in our favor that ean
not be approached by any other nation in the world. More
than that, when this element is taken into consideration with
the other elements to which I have referred, the types of ships
that we possess, their numbers and their tonnage, the officers
and enlisted personnel, and the other factors that must be
recognized which I have not discussed at length, I tell you that
the position of the United States is secure,

INCREASE OF THE NAVY

We now come to increase of the Navy, and all that I have
presented heretofore has relation to our building program.

We now have under way two aircraft carriers, three sub-
marines, two light cruisers building and two appropriated for
and plans made, and six river gunboats,

I shall place here in my remarks a statement touching
progress of this work.

Budlding program

Ap;mmi;ﬁlod in this
Remaining
Vessels, number, type, and unit cost to m
Hull and pro
machinery | Ordnance
2 aircraft carriers, $44,200,000 ... e ™
2 sabimarines V- and V-0, 85,430,000, 2| 750,000 500,000 |”7¥1,66,600
sa nes an L0OO.... ..o ccase 1, 750, 000 000 | $1,890, 000
2 light eruisers Nos. 24 and 25, $16,750,000 250,000 | 4,500,000 | 250, 000
3 light cruisers Nos. 26, 27, and 28, $16,750,000__| 9,750,000 | 4,500,000 | 34, 800, 000

6 river gunboats, $700,000. ... . ccccooimeaaeas et st A T

Total direct appropriation for increase of
B N s

1 Includes iuitial outfit of aircraft and spares.

1A iations have been vided up to present limit of $34,000,000 each for
hull and machinery. This limit inadequate to extent of possibly 3,500,000 for both
vessels. Under the rule, legislation raising the limit should precede an sdditional
sppropriation.

¥ Provision 18 made in this bill for increasing to $6,450,000, present limitation having
been imposed by this committee.

The estimated dates of completion of the vessels enumerated
in the foregoing table are as follows:

Alreraft carrier Soratoga
Aireraft carrier Lexington

May 1, 1927
June 1, 1927

Submarine V-§ Oct, 1,1927
Submarine V-5 ___.__ Dee, 1, 1928
Submarine V-6 Mar. 1, 1929
Light eruisers Nos. 2§ and 25_ July 9, 1929

e Silé‘z 8river gunboats, various dates from March 1, 1927, to January

Some doubt prevails as to the two aircraft carriers being com-
pleted at the time indicated. It will be necessary again to raise
the limits of cost. It is hoped that the additional amount re-
quired may be ascertained shortly and provided for in the in-
terest of their early completion. Some doubt also is enter-
tained regarding the time of completion of the submarine V-}.
The fact is, all of the completion dates necessarily are approxi-
mate and simply indicate the best judgment of those in touch
with the situation. Further with respect to the submarine V-4,
it will be noticed that provision has been included raising the
limit of cost of the hull and machinery imposed in the Navy
Department and naval service appropriation act for the fiscal
year 1926 from $5,300,000 to $5,600,000. This has been done in
pursuance of the recommendation of the department, as dis-
closed in House Document No. 575.

Contracts for the construction of light ernisers Nos. 26, 27,
and 28 have not yet been awarded. The current and the initial
appropriation toward the construction of these vessels is but
$1,200,000. This bill makes a further sum of $14,250,000 avail-
able for their construction, and the department's idea is to
delay commencement so that there will be a more or less eqnal
spread of money over the period from date of commencement to
July 1, 1928, which seems to be the sensible thing to do.
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As indicated in the table, the direct appropriation proposed
in this bill for increase of the Navy is $23,250,000, which is
to be augmented by a further draft of $4,000,000 on the naval
supply account fund. The department is satisfied that the
fund can stand this charge and has indorsed the proposal,
which came to the committee in the Budget. It will be ob-
served in this connection that the bill proposes what appears
to be still another draft of $1,115,000 on the naval supply ac-
count fund, The purpose is simply to allow bookkeeping
adjustments to be made for some submarine material which
got on the books of the naval supply account fund inadver-
tently. The material originally should have been charged to
the appropriation * Increase of the Navy.” The procedure
will amount to the transfer of $1,115,000 from the naval sup-
ply account fund to inerease of the Navy and the transfer of
it right back again. Thus it will be practicable to straighten
out the accounts and at the same time release the material
from the naval supply account and make it available for issue
as was originally and rightfully intended.

FURTHER LIMITATION OF ARMAMEXTS

As the Budget estimates have come to the House, no pro-
vigion is included for the commencement of construction of
three cruisers of treaty type, and I recognize that there is
some sentiment in this Chamber favorable to a contrary pro-
gram, It is because of this that as chairman of the committee
I have directed attention in more detail than would ordi-
narily be mecessary to the situation touching types of ships.
We are in the midst of a readjustment program following the
most disastrous war of human history. Civilization will fail
in its great opportunity if it fails to do everything possible
looking to the prevention of future wars, The Limitation of
Armaments Conference, of nearly five years ago, was a mile-
stone in the direction of better understanding among nations.
At this time preliminary negotiations are under way with the
thought of still forther agreements among the world powers
touching armaments. For months, last summer, representatives
of your country and other nations were engaged in a pre-
liminary conference in Geneva. This conference will resume
its session next spring. This conference seeks to develop an
agenda that may serve as the basis of another limitation of
arms conference.

The President in his message to this Congress, less than 30
days ago, referred to the situation in these words:

This country is now engaged in negotiations to broaden our existing
treaties with the great powers which deal with the elimination of
competition in naval armaments. 1 feel that it would be unfortunate
at this time and not-in keeping with our attitude -toward these nego-
tiations to commence the construction of these three cruisers. Rather
do I recommend to the Congress the enactment of legislation which
will extend the time for beginning their construction.

Gentlemen of the House, the President of the United States,
more than any other citizen of our Republic, is charged with
the grave responsibility of preserving the peace of our Nation,
and shaping and working out programs that are means of
preserving the peace of the world, When he comes to the
Congress and emphatically advises that in view of the nego-
tiations that are pending we delay to appropriate money for
the building of new cruisers, I appeal to this body to sustain
the course that he recommends. o

I thank the Members of the House for their patience in
this rather long discussion. [Applause.]

Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. 1 shall be glad to yiekl to the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

Mr. BUTLER. Tell me where you got that list, please, that
list of ships. Did you copy it out of the book? You have
Dewey's fleet at Manila in there, have you not? You.know
very well, my friend, that those ships are not worth any more
than my old automobile that I traded for $35 worth of gasoline.
My friend, tell us how many ships Great Britain will have in
1931 rated as 10,000, 8,000, and 7,500 ton cruisers? How many
guns will she have on them and how many torpedo tubes, how
many 21-inch torpedo tubes? Tell us how many torpedo tubes
our battleships carry and how many will these cruisers carry.
My friend, tell this House the facts. Did you tell them that
Great Britain in 1931 will have 431 torpedo tubes to our 1347
You did not tell these gentlemen that. Tell them how many
Japan will have. Tell them the length of their guns, their
sizes and ranges. You and I have talked many times about this,
but do not put any American citizen upon such ships of war to
fight the armaments of other nations. You know there are
some of those ships on which you would not put a dollar for
improvement ; some are lying now, as you know, rusting in our
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navy yards and never will be used. Now, take the modern
ships and fell this House how many 8-inch guns and how many
torpedo tubes they have on them ready for use. Tell them
about the 75,000 tons of these cruisers that Great Britain has
designed and which Great Britain proposes to build. Tell them
of the 11 cruisers which Great Britain now has under con-
struction. Further than that, tell them that France, since we
signed that agreement, has built 88 ships of war and tell this
House where they got the money with-which to build them.
[Applause.] Do not teil them about these second-hand ships.
I for one will not permit an American to go to war on such a
list of boats as you have there. No, my friend; no. [Ap
plause.] That was my dream, too, my friend; but I have
awakened. You know, furthermore, that the purpose of this
agreement was to reduce the burden of armament, and I ask
¥ou to read to the House the preamble of that treaty of 1922, I
want you to give these facts also, for you would not mislead
anyone, 4

Mr. FRENCH. Gentlemen of the House, in response to the
general question that my beloved colleague from Pennsylvania
l:ag asked I must make more than a brief statement. Before
doing so may I say that we all honor our distinguished leader
and chairman of the Naval Affairs Committee. We love him:
we know there is no one in this world more devoted to princi-
ples of humanity than is he; that there is no one under the
American flag who sooner would lay down all that God has
given him for the well-being of our Republic. It is because of
this that we respect him, that we honor him, and that we have
followed his leadership. We hope as we go through this Con-
gress to have the benefit of his advice and his suggestions.
When, however, the gentleman suggested in his interrogatory
that my answer or statement was not fair, I think he will be
the first one to withdraw it.

Mr. BUTLER. I withdraw it now,

Mr. FRENCH. I knew the gentleman would.

Mr. BUTLER. But I want the gentleman to tell all the
story. The gentleman is incapable of making a misstatement
to this House, but I want him to tell it all to them. [Ap-
plause.]

Mr. FRENCH. There is much that I could add to my re-
marks touching ships and guns and personnel. On the other
hand, I have not anything to change in what I have said. I
told you that for sentimental or some other purposes we in-
cluded certain old ships in our second line—the Olympie and
the Rochester. I told you the dates of them; I told you the
dates of all these ships and brought all of the information
before you. I told you they were not of any great value; but,
on the other hand, just as candidly and just as frankly I told
you of the tonnage of the ships of Japan and of Great Britain
and compared their elements of weakness and of strength.
When we are talking about old ships and ships of small ton-
nage of our Navy we are compelled to recognize that to some
extent the same principles apply to other navies, to the old
ships, and to the ships of lighter tonnage. When it comes to
guns and torpedoes and deck protection and hulls of ships the
various nations must meet the situation for themselves.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. In a moment. Now, when it comes to the
question of armor, the question of torpedo tubes, the gquestion
of the size or caliber of guns and all that, we know that the
engineers or the experts of the several navies of Great Britain,
Japan, France, and the Unifed States have their ideals. One
nation will say that she will sacrifice gnns to the reinforce-
ment of the hull of the ship in order to make it a fighting
ghip for the longest time possible. Another nation says that
she will sacrifice armor in order to get speed; or that she
will sacrifice deck protection in order to get more guns or more
speed. We can not compare navies in that way other than
to say that the experts of each nation are bending every in-
genuity to bring out the type that will best serve their par-
ticular purpose. :

Only the other day I was reading a criticism by an expert
British writer on naval affairs, Mr. Bywater, and his con-
clusion was that notwithstanding the discussion of guns, the
longer range and different calibers of certain of the British
guns, on the whole from the standpoint of guns of the battle
fleets of Great Britain and the United States, Great Dritain
was outelassed by the guns of the American Navy. That is
his judgment. It may be wrong. So it is when we take into

consideration the different types of ships.

I will now yield to the gentleman from New York.

Mr. BLACK of New York. Will the gentleman take as his
expert in protecting us a British expert, or will the gentleman
take our own general board?
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Mr. FRENCH. Oh, the gentleman knows that our general
board will control our types instead of the experts of Great
Britain. We have our problems and Great Britain has hers,

Mr. BLACK of New York. Does the general board agree
wilh your program in tnis bul?

Mr, FRENCH. In what regard?

Mr, BLACK of New York. In regard to new construction.

Mr. FRENCH. The general hoard would doubtless favor
an appropriation for the three cruisers. The board is consider-
ing our Navy as a fighting unit. But the general board is not
charged with the responsibility of further limitation of arma-
ment agreements.

Mr, BLACK of New York. Will the gentleman yield again?

Mr. FRENCH, Yes.

Mr. BLACK of New York. The gentleman said with a sob
in his voice that if the British Government did not have this
great fleet that in three or four days the British could be put
out of business. Now, I say as an American Congressman that
if we had a serap with Great Britain that is just what I would
want {o see happen. I would want to see them put out of
business in three or four days.

Mr. BRITTEN. Will the gentleman yield? I do not know
that I correctly nnderstood—— :
Mr. FRENCH. 1 yield for a question, because I want to

bring my discussion to an end.

Mr. BRITTEN. 1 do not know whether I correctly under-
stood the statement of the gentleman a moment ago in refer-
ence to the article by Hector Bywater that the American guns
were superior to British guns on first-line ships, Did the
gentleman mean in caliber or in range?

Mr. FRENCH. I did not understand that he meant in either
specific regard, and I am bringing into the discussion now
without having a purpose to do so, my remembrance of an
article that Mr. Bywater wrote which was published possibly
a month or two ago, but the conclusion——

Mr. BRITTEN. As I understood the gentleman’s state-
ment:

Mr. FRENCH. I know what Mr. Bywater's conclusion was.

Mr. BRITTEN. What was his conclusion?

Mr. FRENCH. His conclusion was that on the whole the
sitnation was probably better for the United States than for
Great Britain,

Mr. BRITTEN. On the contrary, if my good friend will per-
mit, Hector Bywater said that 13 of the 18 first-line American
ships were outranged by every British ship.

Mr. FRENCH. I think he said that in this same article. I
am not talking about the details of his statement. I am talking
about his conclusion.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Will the gentleman now yield?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. The gentleman has sought to an-
swer the question of the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr.
Burier], and it is for the House to determine whether or not
he successfully answered it. I want to ask the gentleman with
respect to the matter of personnel, because I observe that his
bill earries only 82,500 as the personnel. Is the gentleman as
correct in his chart and his general statement which he has
made as he was last year, when he told this House that we
would have to have 5,000 more men than the 82,500 in the bill
now under consideration? In other words, the gentleman from
Idaho last year stated in the conference report to the House
that we were approprinting for 82500. I want to see how
accnrate the gentleman is, so the House can judge as to whether
or not he is accurate in his chart. In that statement the gen-
tleman from Idaho said:

We proviae for an average enlisted strength of 82,500 men; we
recede from $R800,000 of the cut of $1,750,000 in fuel, and we provide
for keeping Lakehurst open on & much reduced scale,

The action that your committee recommended when this bill was
brought originally to the House had not only to do with the program

" for the coming fiscal year but had to do with a program for the years
ahead. In other words, by the end of the next fiseal year there will
be available for commission the six battleships that are either under-
going major overhaul or else are fto undergo such overhaul. Those
battleships, then, will require for the succeeding year—1928—should
they be retained in commission, the additional number of men over the
number of enlisted personnel in the Naval Establishment to-day, 2,700.
Furthermore, by the end of the coming fiscal year we shall bring into
active commission the two airplane carriers, the Lesinglon and the
Baratoga.

Those two carriers will reguire approximately 2,340 men in addition
to the men who will have to do with aviation itself and who will be
detailed to those ships. In other words, in those two items alome,

looking to a year from now, we shall need to provide for more than
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5,000 men for the Navy for purposes other than those for which we
are providing in the pending bill.

And yet the gentleman’s bill now only provides for 82,500,
and the gentleman told the House last year that when this
session of Congress rolled around we would have to have 5,000
more men, or a fotal of 87,500. I wish the gentleman would
explain how he reduces the Navy back to 82,500.

Mr. FRENCH. Of course, I might be compelled to admit that
I was wrong a year ago, but if the gentleman will read all of
my statement he will see that it is not inconsistent with my
statement now.

Mr. VINSBON of Georgia.
tleman’s remarks.

Mr. FRENCH. I know that—in part. I remember reading in
the Bible where it says, “ Let him that”——

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Will the gentleman finish the
quotation?

Mr. FRENCH. Has the gentleman finished his question?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes; I have finished. Now will
the gentleman finish the quotation? [Laughter.]

Mr. FRENCH. Since my friend intimates I can not finish
a Biblical quotation, I shall do so. A contentious character
insisted he could justify stealing by the Bible, and he guoted
from the Bible as follows: “ Let him that stole, steal,” and he
would have gotten away with it if a dear, good lady in the
audience had not known her Bible better than the gentleman
thought I did and said, “ Read on, read on; read the next two
words,” and those words were “ no more.” [Laughter.]

The gentleman from Georgia has raised the question of the
exact allocation of men. It is possible that I would have said
the very words the gentleman read, but the gentleman will
remember that one of the eardinal principles that was urged
on the Congress a year ago by our committee was that in the
86,000 of the Naval Establishment we should seek men when
we add new craft and not add new personnel with every new
ship. That was what we said then and what I say now. I
think probably the figures are correct as to the number of men
that will be allocated to these types of ships. If so, we ought
to find them within the 86,000 men. If we can do that, it
would be a wicked waste of money for this Congress to appro-
priate more money in order to retain enlisted men in the Navy
when we do not need them. [Applause.]

Mr. VINSON of Georgia., What does the gentleman pro-
pose—tfo take the men to man these ships out of the 82,0007

Mr. FRENCH. I am not proposing 82,000; we are making
appropriation for 82,500 men. The gentleman is leaving off the
words “no more." I told the gentleman that we would prob-
ably have two old cruisers out of commission; that we would
probably have three battleships in commission only about two-
thirds of the year; that ships are undergoing major over-
haul; that we would not have airplane earriers for all the
year; that probably we would have two battleships turned in
for major overhaul ; and that 82,500 men would be sufficient to
meet the sitnation.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Will the gentleman explain to the
House how he stated that we appropriated more for aviation
this year than we did last year, when, as a matter of fact,
the total for aviation this year is $1,900,000 less than that of
last year? Is it not a fact that we appropriated $22,365,248
and this year's bill carries $20,455,000, showing a general re-
duction of $1,910,288? Is it not a further fact that you have
reduced the appropriation for new aireraft by $3,300,000 less
than last year?

Mr. FRENCH. No; what we have done is this: Last year
we carried the total of $19,256,288 and a contract authorization
of $4,100,000. For this year we have carried $19,981,000, and
in addition to that authorization for $5,000,000 more, making
$24,981,000.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Does the gentleman mean to say
that this bill carries twenty-four million for aviation? The bill
carries $20,455,000, and out of that $20,000,000 you have to pay
$4,000,000 on last year's contract; in other words, you are
only appropriating this year $9,077,000 against $12,000,000
last year.

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman must remember that with
last year's items we included a similar amount for authoriza-
tions made for the year before, and so the gentleman will find
one balances against the other.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Is not it a fact that you have
not appropriated one dollar for airplanes this year for the
carriers that you put Into commission at the end of the year?

Mr. FRENCH. We carried in the bill last year money for
the airplanes that we were going to put on them all told. I
think we have appropriated for this purpose $6,000,000.

I am reading to the House the gen-
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Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That only bought 150 airplanes
and the complement of the earriers is 230 airplanes.

Mr. FRENCIH, We have already appropriated for planes
for the airplane earriers more money than was originally esti-
mated for all planes and spares that they were to carry. Your
committee, however, has come before the Ilouse year after
year with the thought with respect to airplanes that it Is
unwise for us to build up to the authorization because of the
rapidity of obsolescence, the rapidity of waste, the rapidity
that attrition is going on, that we would better wait and save
our money until the types are standardized and then meet the
gitnation, rather than by appropriating millions of dollars for
airpldnes that will be eliminated by reason of obsolesence before
theyv are worn out.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Well then, as suggested by the
gentleman from Arkansas on my right, we had better not build
any, becanse they would soon go out of date,

Mr. FRENCH, The suggestion does an injustice to the
sense of fairness of the gentleman, The gentleman knows that
there is no logic in it, and that there is a very wide difference
between doing nothing on the one extreme, or doing that which
amounts to general extravagance, at the other extreme and
doing that which is moderate and efficient. The latter is what
we are doing, [Applause.]

Mr. WINGO. Mr: Chairman, will the gentleman yield there,
so that I may get this sort of left-handed quotation straight-
ened ont?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes. =

Mr. WINGO. Ilere is the idea that I had in mind. I
gathered from the gentleman’s argument—and if I am incorrect
I wish to be corrected—that he takes the position that they
were getting out of date, that improvements were so rapid, it
was a waste of money to bulld any of these planes, and that
we would better wait until we find out they are perfected.
Ix that the idea?

Mr. FRENCH. My thought was this. There is rapid im-
provement going on as to types and as to all the differenk
appliances pertaining to aireraft. We think it better to have a
moderate supply of planes on hand, enough to meet the situa-
tion during peace times, when we know that the types are
likely to be changed, than it is to spend millions of dollars in
piling up numbers of planes when before they would be worn
out they wonld be discarded by reason of being obsolete.

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman give us some information
there, which probably he has. How do we compare in so far
as the airplanes that we have for these carriers in numbers
with the airplanes in both number and character owned by
Japan and Great Britain?

Mr. FRENCH. You can hardly get definite or exact infor-
mation upon that subject from the Navy De ent. We do
not know accurately the types that they list as suitable planes,
what ones, for instance, are obsolete, what are obsolescent,
what ones are ready for service. Last June, on the 15th, I
think it was, the Navy Department classified as obsolete some-
thing like 800 planes, which the day before had been listed as
first-class fighting planes of the Aviation Service of the Navy.

A gentleman In the Japanese Diet would have picked up
reports of this country and would have seen that we had
nearly 700 fighting planes, if he had looked at the report on
June 15, whereas if he had picked up the report dated the
next day he would have found that we had less than 400 fight-
ing planes. 1t is guite impossible to obtain accurate information.

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman give me his judgment, and
I am not asking this in any controversial spirit, but taking
everything into consideration in aireraft, does our Navy com-
pare favorably with that of either Japan or Great Britain?

Mr. FRENCH. O, I think so. I think it goes beyond. The
fact of the matter is, as I said a while ago, touching Great
Britain, we have alrcraft on all of our crulsers, on all of our
battleships, while Great Britain has catapults on only one,
Great Britain has a united air service and we have not, Great
PBritain has a greater tonnage In carriers; but I venture the
belief that we have made greater gaing by holding back, so
that the carriers we will build will be up to date as soon as
they may be bullt.

Mr. BLACK of New York. But suppose the British build a
few new ones also?

Mr. FRENCH. She can bunild from 104,000 tons up to 135,000
tons, and she could not build very many big airplane carriers
with that tonnage.

Mr, NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr, Chairman, will the gentle-
man yield?

Mr. FRENCI. Yes.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota, In reference to the question of
crulsers, the gentleman was in the group that went to the
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Canal Zone at the maneuvers four years ago this spring. It
was apparent that we were deficient in a certain type of scout
cruiser; In December, 1924, Congress authorized eight scout
cruisers. Of those, how many have been completed, are com-
missioned and in service?

Mr. FRENCH. I think the gentleman ig famillar with the
program of building. We hayve appropriated for five of them.
Two of them are being built at this time. Three others will
likely be begun within six months either by contract or else by
bullding within the navy yards. We are carrying in this bill
for those ships, the first two to which I referred, for hull and
machinery, $6,250,000, and for ordnanee, $4,500,000. For the
three to which I refer we are carrying §0,750,000 for hull and
machinery, and for ordnance, $4,500,000.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnescta. Of the eight that Congress
authorized constructed in December of 1024, we are really now
building only two.

Mr. FRENCII. We are building two.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. And in this bill for the first
time you are reporting to the House an appropriation for the
commencement of the bullding of three of them?

Mr. FRENCH. No. We made an appropriation a year ago
that was the initial appropriation, about $1,200,000. Plans are
now made. The department felt that an economy could be
effected by eombining the appropriation balances for the cur-
rent year with the amount they are recommending for the next
year, and either through contract or through their own navy
yards carry on the work from the latter part of this fiscal
Yenr and through all of next.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota., Then there remain three of
these cruisers that have not been appropriated for and for
which no provision whatever is made in this bill

Mr. FRENCH. That is correct.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Under the authorization, when
does ‘the authority expire?

Mr. FRENCH. The anthority expires July 1, next, May
I say, however, that the President in his message recommended
an extension of time for beginning these cruisers.

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Then the fact remains just
the same as it was in 1024, when the maneuvers were over,
and the judgment of the experts was that we needed these
cruisers, and yet here we have only twe of them upon which
any considerable amount of work has been done and three
for which no appropriation has been made with the authoriza-
tion about to expire.’ I ask the gentleman frankly whether he
thinks, after Congress has taken action of this kind, based
upon the best advice available to us, that the authorizution to
Congress ought to be ignored In this fashion?

Mr. FRENCH. Well, the Congress has within its control the
power to increase and to modify, to make additional allot-
ments to build, or to strike out items that the committee has
recommended. We simply use our judgment in preparing the
bill and bringing it before the House. [Applause.]

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota, Referring again to this act of
December, 1924, section 4 says that in the event of an Inter-
national conference for the limitation of naval armamenis the
P'resident is empowered to suspend in whole or in part any of
this building program. Of course, there has heen no such
conference. I have always had the feeling myself that under
an authorization, when Congress announces a policy, that policy
ought to be pretty fairly carried out by the Budget snd by
the Committee on Appropriations. The condition as to sus-
pension of the building in section 4 has not been met,

It seems to me that we are in a positlon of keeping our
Navy short of wvessels which the best military and naval
advice say we must have.

Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman wield?

Mr. FRENCH. I will yield to the gentleman from Okla-
homa, but I am anxious to conclude my remurks,

Mr. McKEOWN., Did the persons who sat in at this dis-
armament conference have the benefit of the expert naval ad-
vice when they came to the question of scrapping our ships?

Mr. FRENCH. I have not the slightest doubt, my good
friend, that the experts from the department were closely
associated with all the actions of that conference, and beciuse
of that I have faith in the equity of the conclusions that
were arrived at when the freaty wias made.

Mr. McKEOWN. If that is true, they must have deter-

mined or found that the American Navy at that time was as
good as or superior to any of the other navies; otherwise why
would they have scrapped 300,000,000 tons of good ships on
the ways and have left these 0ld obsolescent ships that they
tnlk abont to be serapped later on?

Mr. FRRENCH. Unquestionably the representatives of our
country on the whole balanced the Navy of the Unifed Stales
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with the navy of Great Britain and In ratio with the navies
of other countries.

Mr. SPEAKS., Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. Certainly.

Mr. SPEAKS. The purpose of the disarmament conference
was (o agree upon some plan for abandoning the perfectly
senseless race for naval supremacy, was it not?

Mr. FRENCH. That is correct.

Mr. SPEAKS, The object planned in that conference was to
place a limitation upon the number of vessels and also the ton-
nage. Is that correct?

Mr. FRENCH. That is correct.

Mr, SPEAKS. No limitations were placed with respect to de-
creasing armaments. In other words, any nuation could abandon
all naval activities if it so desired?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes.

Mr. SPHAKS. 1 would like to know from the gentleman
whether or not all the nations who signed the disarmament
treaty have fulfilled in every respect the obligations they en-
tered into on that occasion?

Mr. FRENCH. The subeommitice raised that guestion when
the officers of the Navy Department were before us, and we
have been uniformly advised that, so far as onr officers of our
Government know, the obligations assumed by other countries
are being serupulously adhered to.

Mr. SPEAKS. Then, so far as the results of the disarma-
ment conference are concerned, the plan is working admirably,
and the only difficulty we are having now relates largely to the
number of aireraft, a few cruisers, and the enlisted and com-
missioned personnel?

Mr. FRENCH. Not quite, There are some types of ships
that the armament agreement did not reach, and as to those
types we ought to have a still further conference before we
act on a basis where we can say it is one that all nations will
respect as they would respect a treaty agreement.

Mr. SPEAKS. One more question, if you please. Germany
has no navy at the present time, has she?

Mr. FRENCH. That is about right.

Mr. SPHAKS, Is Germany in any particular danger be-
canse she lacks a navy? [Laughter.]

Mr. MOORE of Virginia., Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. FRENCH. I yield to the gentleman from Virginia.

Mr. MOORLK of Virginia, The gentleman has stated, as I
understand, that this, in the main, is an administration bill

Mr. FRENCH. Generally speaking, we have followed the
recommendations in the bill reported by the Budget.

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I understand, laying minor ques-
tions, such as the personnel question, aside, we have two major
gnestions here which represent the difference between the
administration and those who disagree with the administration,
namely, with respeet to appropriations for and completing the
1924 cruiser program. That is one issue, and the other is
appropriating for the construction of a dirigible. That is the
second issue, Those two issues comprise really the case that is
before the House and the case on which we have to puss?

Mr. FRENCH. That is as I understand it.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. There has been very much talk in and
out of Congress about the great number of saobmirines which
Japan has. I was surprised to see the statement that while we
had 50, Japan had only 42. May I ask the gentleman as to
the correctness of that and the source of information?

Mr. FRENCH. All the facts I have given come from the
Navy Department.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. So that Japan has only 42?

Mr. FRENCH. Japan has 6 fleet submarines built and 43
submarines of the first line.

Mr, LAGUARDIA. T understand it is impossible for one of
the airplane carriers to take the sea until a channel is dredged
to let her out. Who is responsible for that?

Mr. FRENCH. The chalrman of the subcommittee does not
understand that that situation exists.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. The fact is that $3,500,000 is necessary
to complete those two carriers. Is that correct?

Mr. FRENCH. That is correct.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. When we appropriate to complete them
it will be the third time that we have raised the limit of cost.

What is happening to make all these appropriations neces-
sary?

Mr. FRENCH. The cost-plus prineciple that was adopted
sol:nlw years ago as to those ships is the factor that is respon-
sible.
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Mr. LAGUARDIA. TIet me ask the gentleman this question:
I notice you ask 3,500 more marines than the number sng-
gested by the Budget Bureau.

Mr. FRENCH. Twelve hundred more.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Is that because we are infervening in
Nicaragua and other countrics where we have no business to
intervene ?

Mr, FRENCIL. Oh,no. T explained to the House a while ago
that since the Budget estimates came to the Congress a sltua-
tion arose that drew upon the marines of cur country to pro-
tect the mails. We have withdrawn 2,500 of the marines from
Quantico and San Diego for that purpose; the result is that
the situation has been so modified that we did not feel we
would be justified in reducing the personnel at this time. BSo
for the time being and until the situation eclears we recom-
mend the regular enrollment of the marines that we are carry-
ing to-day.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. 1 suggest that withont any embarrass-
ment to anyone we could withdraw a few from Nicaragua.

Mr. BLACK of New York. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. I yield to the gentleman from New York.

Mr. BLACK of New York. The committee in its report at
the first session of the Sixty-ninth Congress stated that it
recommended appropriating for the three additional cruisers
authorized by the 1924 aet, but in view of the fact that there
was another regular session coming before the termination of
the authority, to wit, this session, you would not go ahead and
appropriate at the first session of the Sixty-ninth Congress. I
call your attention to the fact that when you made that state-
ment with regard to these three extra cruisers there was a
disarmament conference pending. Since then that conference
at Geneva has proven a fallure, and it seems to me that if we
needed them before the meeting of that disarmament confer-
ence, and which disarmament conference has completely fallen
down, certainly we need them now. What has caused the com-
mittee to change its mind?

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman knows that when we reported
the bill at that time the conference had not even met,

Mr. BLACK of New York. But it was in contemplation.

Mr. FRENCH. It was in contemplation, yes; and the Presi-
dent hag been anthorized to stop at any time the building eon-
struction work contained in any program that was on the way.
Now, then, following that time the conference did go into
gession ; it continued its session until in September of last year ;
an adjonrnment was had until next March or April, and now,
during the recess of that conference, it is judged by the admin-
istration that the best thing to do is not to make an appropria-
tion for new cruisers.

Mr, BLACK of New York. Will the gentleman answer this
question? Is that the thought of the committee, the thought of
the General Board and other naval experts, or are we getting
our orders from the administration?

Mr. FRENCH, On the question of International policy, 1 be-
lieve we ought to follow the policy recommended by the head
of our administration, the one charged with the responsibility of
the international relationships of the United BStates. [Ap-
planse. ]

Mr. BLACK of New York. I will say to the gentleman that
this Congress is charged with the responsibility of protecting
this country, and this Congress and this eommittee know that
they are not ready and not willing to protect the country by an
adequate naval defense. I have that from the report of the
committee, miade at the first session, and all we have against
that 18 the hypothetieal proposition that there may be a sue-
cossful disarmament conference. We have found already that
the disarmament conference was a fallure, and we can not
afford to saddle the responsibility on the Executive and escape
our responsibility, The responsibility is primarily ours and
goes back intimately to the action of this committee, and when
this committee reported at the first session of this Congress
that we needed cruisers, so much the more should this com-
mittee report at this time that we need cruisers,

Mr., UPDIKE, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. PRENCH. I yleld.

Mr. UPDIKII. The program of 1924 anthorized the construc-
tion of eight ecruisers, and two of them, I understand, are
under construction at this time.

Mr. FRENCH. That is correet.

Mr. UPDIKE. Will the gentleman tell the House how much
has been done with reference to the construction of these two
cruisers and how long it will take to finish them?

Mr. FRENCH. As to those first two, there will need to be
an additional appropriation of $8250,000 to complete, and it
is supposed they will be completed July 9, 1929.
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Mr. UPDIKE. Does the gentleman know whether or not the
keels of both of these ships have been laid down? Is it not a
fact that the keel of only one of these ships has been laid
down? :

Mr. FRENCH. One of these cruisers is about to be laid
down; all material is ready. The other was laid down in
October last.

Mr. UPDIKE. I wanted to get the matter clear in my mind.

Mr. FRENCH. I want to thank the House for its very
generous attention. [Applause.]

Mr. AYRES, Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gen-
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Vinson].

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Mr. Chairman and Members of
the committee, in view of the chart which the gentleman from
Idaho has used in his very able presentation of the viewpoint
of the subcommittee, I deem it necessary to make some State-
ments about what took place at the Washington conference in
1922 and what has taken place since the Washington confer-
ence. When this conference assembled in 1922, as everyone
knows, this Government had in process of being built and in
commission at that time one of the greatest navies in the his-
tory of the world. As a result of that conference, we took out
of the battleship line 17 battleships that were in actual com-
mission. In addition fo that, we took out 2 ships that were
classified as obsolete, making 19 ships. In addition to that,
we had in the process of being built 7 battleships and 6 battle
cruisers, for which we had appropriated over $350,000,000,
and they were anywhere from 35 to 45 per cent completed.
The tonnage of the ships we took out of commission and which
were carried as obsolete amounted to 289,580 tons. The ton-
nage that was in process of being built amounted to 552,800
tons. So as a result of that conference—and let everyone
remember this—we agreed to scrap and have scrapped 32 ships
having a total tonnage of 842,380 tons. That, Members of the
House, was our contribution to a more lasting peace and to
aid in the reduction of competitive armaments among the
nations of the world. .

Now, let us see what England agreed to do and what England
did. England took out of commission 4 ships. She had 18
ships that she carried as obsolete. She therefore offered as
her contribution 22 ships. Let this fact be impressed upon
your minds, that of these 22 ships only 4 of them were in com-
mission and had men upon them.

Eighteen of them were obsolete, carried as obsolete by the
British Admiralty, and of her 22 ships their tonnage was
447,750 tons, She had at that time no ships in process of
being built.

Now, let us see what Japan's contribution was. Japan agreed
to scrap and to take out of commission 12 ships of a total ton-
nage of 192,750 tons. She had in process of being built 4 ships,
which she also agreed to scrap, of a total tonnage of 161.958
tons. Japan's total contribution in the interest of a more last-
ing peace was 16 capital ships of a total tonnage of 354,709
tons.

Now, France and Italy—

Mr. MONTAGUE. Before the gentleman leaves Japan, will
he permit me to ask a question?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. With much pleasure.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Did not the conference provide an ex-
ception as respects Japan in the particular of giving to her the
right to complete the construction of the largest battleship in
the world?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is correct. .

Mr. MONTAGUE. 1 did not like to disturb the gentleman,
but I did not want you to leave Japan without that fact
appearing,

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. At that conference two other
nations, France and Italy, signatories to the treaty, had no
ships in process of being built, and agreed to scrap no ships.

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is the contribution that each na-
tion that entered into the Washington conference made.

As a result of the conference, let us see what happened:
The United States had left 18 battleships of a total tonnage
of 552,850 tons. The British Empire, after gshe has put in
commission the Nelson and the Rodney, that took the place
of the four ships that she took out of commission and serapped
as a result of the Washington conference, will have 20 eapital
ships of a total tonnage of 558,950 tons, Japan, after gshe has
scrapped her 16 ships, has 10 capital ships of a total tonnage
of 301,320 tons; and by 1941 Japan, under the ratio of 5-5-3,
is entitled to a total tonnage of 315,000 toms. France has 9
capital ships with a total tonnage of 194,544 tons, and Italy
7 capital ships with a total tonnage of 133,670 tons.

This is the strength of the navies that engaged in the
treaty as a result of the Washington conference.

-
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Mr. LAZARO. Will the gentleman yield for a question at
this point?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. LAZARO. And among the 18 battleships that we kept
there were 6 that were coal burners and lacking in gun range
in comparison with the British and the Japanese ships.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes. I will state to the gentle-
man from Louisiana that six of the ships we kept, in my
opinion, should have been included in those that were scrapped,
and we should have retained some of the large battleships
we were building which were, in turn, scrapped. We have
spent over $22,000,000 in reconditioning the six old battle-
ships that should have been scrapped, and our committee to-
day is condueting hearings to determine whether or not it is
economical to spend $12,000,000 more to recondition two of
the ships kept, the Oklghoma and the Nevada.

Mr. LAZARO. Will the gentleman yield for another ques-
tion, and then I shall not disturb him further?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. LAZARO, Did I understand the gentleman from Idaho
to say a while ago that at this international conference on the
limitation of armament our representatives did not consult the
Navy experts?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Well, the gentleman from Idaho
had so many figures and said so much that you ean not
prove by me much about what the gentleman from Idaho said.

Mr. LAZARO. 1 understood him to say that, -

Mr, McCLINTIC. Is it not a fact that Admiral Coontz was
assigned to the disarmament conference?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes; and Secretary Hughes——

Mr. McCLINTIC. And the Navy was represented there?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. BLACK of New York. But the Navy plans were not
carried out there.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Well, T would hate to think that
our naval experts originated this idea that ultimately was
written into the treaty. i
sixiirl LAZARO. You would not think they would be that

ple.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Out of our 18 capital ships we have
only 14 ships armed with guns of over 13 inches. Of the
British Navy every ship of her 20 is armed with guns of either
13 or over 13 inches, and every ship of the Japanese Navy is
armed with guns of either 13 inches or more.

Mr. WINGO. The gentleman means capital ships?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Capital ships; yes.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia
has expired.

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman five
minutes more.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. “The object and purpose of the
conference was to reduce "—and I am quoting—* the burden of
competition among the nations that agreed to the conference.”

There was no limitation agreed to in reference to auxiliary
craft, and there was a limitation agreed to on cruisers of
10,000 tons. No agreement was reached in reference to de-
stroyers, submarines, and such like.

It is highly important to ascertain what this Nation, as well
as other nations—and this is what I want to impress npon
you—has built, authorized, and appropriated for since the
Washington conference.

Let us see what we hayve done. Let us see about our con-
tribution toward a further reduction of naval armament. The
United States since 1922 has laid down two airplane earriers,
two light modern cruisers of the first line, three submarines
of all elasses, six gunboats, and, in addition to those laid down,
we have appropriated for three light modern cruisers, making
a total of 16 ships of war that we have laid down and appro-
priated for since the Washington conference, or a total tonnag
of 120,909, .

Let us see what Great Britain has done. Great Britain has
laid down—and by laying down I mean actually being built—
two battleships of 35,000 tons each, the Rodney and the Nelson,
that took the place of the four old ships that she took out of
commission or that she got rid of.

Great Britain got rid of her old ships, but we kept our old
ships and appropriated $22,000,000 to repair and make them
serviceable. In addition to that, Great Britain has laid down
2 airplane ecarriers, first line, the Couregeous and the Glori-
ous; 11 light modern cruisers, first line; 1 cruiser mine layer,
2 destroyers, 4 submarines of all classes, 4 gunboats, In addi-
tion to those laid ‘down, she has appropriated for 3 modern
cruisers first line, 6 submarines, 1 submarine tender, 1 sup-
ply ship. Great Britain since 1922 has either laid down or
appropriated for 37 ships of war of a total tonnage of 285,795.



1026

Bear in mind that the object and purpose of the conference
was to reduce competition in naval armament. Now, let us
gee what Japan has done.

Japan has laid down 2 aircraft carriers, first line, the
Akagi and Koyo; 12 light modern cruisers, first line; 35 de-
stroyers, 30 submarines of all classes, 4 gunboats, 6 mine
sweepers, 2 submarine tenders, 3 tankers, and 1 supply ship.

In addition to what she has laid down she has appropriated
for 4 destroyer leaders, 8 destroyers, 9 submarines. Since
the Washington conference, which was contemplated to reduce
competition in naval armament, Japan has laid down and ap-
propriated for 116 ships of war of a total tonnage of 339,201.

Now, let us see what France has contributed toward re-
duetion of naval armament. France has laid down 1 aireraft
carrier, first line; 6 modern cruisers, first line; 1 eruiser mine
layer, 6 destroyer leaders, 21 destroyers, 28 submarines, 1 sub-
marine tender, 1 tanker, and has appropriated for 1 modern
light cruiser, first line; 3 destroyer leaders, 4 destroyers, 11
submarines, 1 gunboat, 1 submarine tender, 2 tankers. That
is a total of 88 ships of war, with a total tonnage of 221,828,

Italy has laid down 2 light modern cruisers, first line; 16
destroyers, 13 submarines, 9 mine sweepers, 4 tankers, 2 sup-
ply ships. She has none appropriated for, making a total of
46 ships of war. Italy has laid down since the Washington
conference a total tonnage of 102207 tons. By the act of De-
cember, 1924, Congress authorized the building of eight scout
cruisers within treaty limit—that is, not over 10,000 tons—
and with guns not larger than 8 inches.

Now let us see the status of the nations with reference to
their strength in modern cruisers. The United States has
10 modern cruisers classified as scout cruisers under 15 years
of age, ranging in tonnage from 3,000 to 10,000 tons. The total
tonnage of these ships is 75,000 tons. We are building two of
10,000 tons each and have appropriated for three of 10,000 tons
each, making a total for the United States of 15 scout cruisers
of 125,000 tons.

Bear in mind that the contracts have not been let for three
that we have appropriated for, and, if my memory serves me
correctly, there has been only an appropriation of $1,200,000 for
the commencement of the three, but when they have been
finished—and no one ecan tell when that will be at the rate
we are now going—we will have, as I have above stated, 15
of a total tonnage of 125,000 tons.

The British Empire has 40, ranging in tonnage from 3,000 to
10,000, and within 15 years of age. Their total tonnage is
194,290 tons, and in addition to those she is building 11 of a
total tonnage of 110,200 tons and has appropriated for three of
28,000 tons, making a total for the British Empire of 54 scout
cruisers of a tonnage of 332,290 tons.

Mr. FRENCH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman a moment ago referred to the
10 light cruisers of the United States as ranging from 3,000 to
10,000 tons. Is it not correct to state that the 10 are 7,500 tons?

Mr., VINSON of Georgia. Exactly.

Mr. FRENCH. The point is this: The inference might be
drawn from what the gentleman said that there are some of
3,000 tons, and in view of that fact the gentleman would not
want that inference left,

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. No; I am showing that the 54
scout cruisers of Great Britain are from 3,000 to 10,000 tons,
with 3 to 8 inch guns and within 15 years of age. That is the
same comparison I have made with reference to ours.

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. Yes.

Mr, FRENCH. Many of those ecruisers of Great Britain
are below 5,000 tons, In fact, most of them are below 5,000
tons.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That may be true.

Mr. FRENCH. It is true; while, on the other hand, not one
of the 15 American cruisers to which the gentleman has
referred is below 7,500 tons,

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. I stated the comparison was be-
tween 3,000 and 10,000 tons. Of course, some of Great Britain's
may be fifty-five hundred tons or sixty-five hundred tons. Our
10 are 7,500 tons each.

M[f:a BLACK of New York. Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman
yield?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. BLACK of New York. The gentleman from Idaho evi-
dently thinks that the 10 cruisers authorized on paper ean lick
these small British cruisers, =

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. FRENCH. I still think the gentleman does not want
to leave an unfair impression to be drawn from his statement,
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He has mentioned 15 cruisers, either built or building, or
appropriated for by the United States, and he says that they
are in a class from 3,000 tons to 10,000 tons.

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. Is not that correet?

Mr. FRENCH. No, it is not; and when the gentleman
leaves that inference he is wrong, because, as a matter of fact,
10 of them are 7,500 tons each, and the other 5 are 10,000
tons each, and not one of them is below 7,500 tons.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. It is the difference bhetween
tweedledum and tweedledee. The gentleman is correct and so
am I, in the way I am expressing it. I am expressing it
exactly like the Navy Department expressed it to the gentle-
man when it sent a statement of comparison of cruisers of
these different nations.

Mr. FRENCH. The gentleman might just as well say that
the cruisers are in tonnage from 1,000 to 10,000 tons.

Mr., VINSON of Georgia. 1 say that they are from 3,000
on up.

: Mr. FRENCH. While there is not one of less than 7,500
ons.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, let me employ my friend’s
analytical mind for a few moments.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. I thank the gentleman for the
compliment.

Mr. BUTLER. The country knows, and knows it well, that
in 1931 we can not have more than 125,000 tons of these
cruisers, as against 332,290 tons of Great Britain’s. Am I not
correct in that?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Absolutely.

Mr. BUTLER. Ten of our cruisers certainly have 7,500 tons
each, and nobody denies that; but do not let us quibble. We
want some more, and we need them if we are going to com-
pete with these other people. Let me suggest one other thing.
Will the gentleman please say to this House what the English
propose to do within the next four years?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. BUTLER. Has the gentleman that information?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. BUTLER. Build 78,000 tons more.

Mr. MONTAGUE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. MONTAGUE. I understand that the Limitation of Ar-
mament Conference that met in Washington made the limita-
tion applicable to ecapital ships.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Only.

Mr. MONTAGUE. And scout cruisers to an extent of 10,000
tons.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is correct.

Mr, MONTAGUE. The limitation was upon the tonnage of
cruisers?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. MONTAGUE. And not upon the number,

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. That is correct.

Mr. MONTAGUE. 1 did not know that that had appeared.
Therefore, so far as the limitation of armament is concerned,
the gates are wholly down as to the number of cruisers and all
auxiliary craft.

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. The gentleman is correct,

Mr. BUTLER. Absolutely.

Mr. WINGO. Before the gentleman leaves that portion of
his remarks will he yield to me?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes,

Mr. WINGO. Whatever may be true abount the dispute in
respect to the tonnage of the individual ships, at the present
time our tonnage is 75,000, and the tonnage of Great Britain
194,0007

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Actually built,
correct.

Mr. WINGO. Physical limitations are such that by 1931 we
will have 125,000 tons and Great Britain will have over 400,000?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. She will have 332,200 tons.

Mr. BLACK of New York. We will not have 125,000 tons.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. We will if we get the money.

Mr. BLACK of New York. But not this way.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Great Britain has 40, ranging
from 3,000 tons to 10,000 tons each within 15 years of age,
and they are armed with from 3 to 8 inch guns, and my distin-
gnished friend my Pennsylvania [Mr. Butier] can tell how
many torpedo tubes they have.

Mr. BUTLER. Twelve on each one, of 21 inches.

Mr. VINSON of Georgia, The total tonnage is 194,200, and
in addition to what she has already built, she is building 11
with a total tonnage of 110,000, and has appropriated for 3
with a total tonnage of 28,000; making a total for the British
Empire of 54 scout cruisers of 332,290 tons.

The gentleman is
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The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Georgia
Las again expired.

Mr. AYRES, MNr. Chairman, I yield five minutes more to
the gentleman.

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from
Tdaho give me 15 winntes on this side?

Mr. FRENCH, Yos.

Mr. BUTLER. 1 wounld like to yield those 156 minutes. to
my friend from Georgla.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman cun not do that.

Mr. LAZARO. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. LAZARO. Would the gentleman mind going back to
the battleships for a moment to answer this question. Con-
gress appropriated money to convert these six batfleships from
coal buriers to oil burners, aud elevate the guns go as to
increase the range.

Mr. VINSBON of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. LAZARIO, 1Is it not true that this money was returned
to the Treasury?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia, The money for elevating the guns
was returned.  The money for converting frowm coal to nil burn-
ers was ntilized, and they expended for deck protection, sub-
marine protection, on those gix ships $22.000,000.

Mr. LAZARO. Why can we not elevate the guns?

Mr. VINSON of Georgin. I hope we will be able to do so.

Mr. BUTLER. We will do it,

Mr. VINSON of Georgin. Let ns see about Japan's strength.
In reference to cruisers Japan lbas 19 scout cruisers from
3,000 ton= to 10,000 tons ench within 15 years of age, the total
tonnage being 102,005, In addition thereto she is building
6 with a total tonnage of 54,200, and she has none authorized
or appropriated for; making a fotal for Jdpan in modern
ceruisers of 25, with a total tonnage of 150,2005.

France has bnilt three with a total tonnage of 16,731 and is
buildiug six with a total tonnage of 53,019, and has appropriated
for one, making 10 scout cruisers in all, with a total tonnage
of 80,330.

Italy has eight with a total tonnage of 30,780 and is building
two of 20,000 tons and has appropriated for none; a total of
10 geout cruisers with a total tonnage of 50,780 tons.

Now, members of the committee, in conclusion, the object and
the purpese, as I have stated repeatedly, of the Washington
dissrmament conference was Lo contribute to the maintenunce
of general peace and to reduce the burden of competition among
nations. Bince the conference we have built or appropriated
for 16 ships of war. The British have built or appropriated for
87 ships of war. Japan has built or appropriated for 116 ships
of war. France has built or appropriated for 88 ships of war
and Italy has built or appropriated for 46 ships of war,

The United Btates scrapped 842,380 tous, and we have appro-
priated for and rebuilt since the conference 120,909 tons, The
Tiritish Empire scrapped 447,750 tons, and since the conference
ghe has built and appropriated for 285.795 tons, or within
161,855 tons as much as she has serapped. Japan serapped
854,700 tons, and she has built or appropriated for since the
conference 330,201 tons, or replaced within 135,508 tons of what
she scrapped as a result of the Washington conference. France
did not scrap any ships, but since the conference she has added
to ‘her naval strength 221,838 tons. Neither did Italy scrap
any ships, As a result she, too, has added to her navy 102,207
tous.

Now, Mr. Chairman, it is for Congress fo determine what our
policy shiall be. It is for Congress to determine whether or not
we ghall continue to let onr Navy stand in the position it is In
while ofher navies are being built within the rights of the
tfreaty. That is the question as stated by the gentleman from
Virginia [Mr. Moore]. That is one of the main questions in
issue for Congress (o determine. At the proper time amend-
ments will be offered and the Members will have an opportunity
to express their views as to what the Nation’s policy shall be,
[Applange.]

The OHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Georgia
has expired.

Mr., SPEAKS. Will the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. VINBON of Georgin. My time has expired.

Mr. AYRES., I yield to the gentleman one minute more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgla is recog-
nized for one minute more,

Mr, SPEAKS. The gentleman states that at the time of
the dissrmament conference we were cngaged in a building
program which, if completed, would have made our Navy the
greatest in the world.

Mr, VINSON of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. SPEAKS. And that we serapped about 846,000 tons as
the result of that conference. Is that correct?

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. Yes.

Mr. SPEAKS. Had the original building program been
completed, and had we not scrapped the 846,000 tons, would
not our Navy have been approximately double the stremgih it
has to-day? s

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. That is correct,

Mr., BPEAKS. We are asking in this bill for $316,000,000.
Is the gentleman bewailing the fact that we are not appro-
priating $632,000,000 instead of $316,000,0007 In other words,
it would seem conclusive that the disarmament treaty restrict-
ing naval construction and the serapping of a large amount
of tonnage will this year save the Government hundreds of
millions of dollars,

Mr. VINSON of Georgia. No. The gentleman is not bes
wailing the faet. Ile has been endeavoring to enlighten the
House as to what a complete fallure the Washington disarma-
ment COIIfl‘l’EI]Q{.‘, Was, c

Mr., SPEAKS. 1 do not understand how the gentleman
reaches the conclusion that the Washington disarmament
conference was a failure, in view of the facts and figures
presented in his statement nnd which seem to establish con-
clusively that our expenditures for naval purposes have been
greatly redueced without impairing efficiency.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Georgia
hus again expired.

Mr. AYRES, Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from
New York [Mr., Brack] 15 minutes.

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York is recog-
nized for 15 minutes.

Mr. BLACK of New York. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of
the committee, a rather strange thing happened on the floor
to-day. We had a confession from the chairman of an impor-
tant committee of this House that in spite of the fact that
his committee has hitherto recommended the construction of
tliree additional cruisers, and the General Board of the Nuvy,
the experts of the Navy, had recommended it, yet in view of
the administration policy in international affairs they are not
going nhead. A strange admission as to the administration
and international pelicy. It is a question that redounds upon
us through our responsibility under the Constitution for 100
per cent protection to the American people.

I always like to listen to the distinguished gentleman from
Idaho [Mr. Frexcn] in debate, and in & cause he is an ideanl
witness, a great evader. He said we could not go ahead with
aireraft ecarriers, in spite of the fact that the British have
seven instead of our three, because we have not the last word
in aireraft, What a ridiculous statement! What country has
the last word in the matter of defensive srmament? On the
same theory as that which the gentleman seems to have adopted,
we ouzht not to have a Congress until we can have a Congress
composed of men of perfeet intellectual faculties like those of
Woodrow Wilson,

He also sald in some ecnses we have a better average tonnage.

That is not the questlon., The question is, Are we in the
agzgregate equal to Great DBritain? Great Britain will not
make an arrnngement with us in case she goes to war to the
effect that she will use only her little ships against our big
ones, Remember what Balfour did fo us in the conference.
Anyway, do not send Hughes to make the deal. The whole
proposition, as stated by the gentleman from Idaho in his
legerdemain argument and as indieated by the chart thut was
before us, is ridiculons. What we want in this country is an
adequate Navy, a Navy as fnr up to 5-5-3 ratio as we can
get. We ought to bave it all the way wop. If it is a good
general proposition, let us look up to it. If the other nations
are sincere in their preachments about disarmament, let them
cut down their ernisers. Tet them cut down their submarines,
nmi let them cut down their aireraft carriers to the 5-5-3
ratio.

The whole propesition of that 5-5-3 ratio was a genernl
naval proposition, and when our people swalked out of that
conference, having scrapped our battleships, then our people
did serious damage to American ecitizens. It is up to us to
relieve that damage. lven Secrefary Hughes recognized that.
He said after the conference:

It 1s essential that we should maintain the naval strength of the
United States.

But our chairman says, with his heart in his volce:

The British would starve if they did not have great ships.

1f we are going to have a war with Great Britain, will we
send them food and organize relief expeditions to supply them
with ammunition, and are we going to give them ships?
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Are we golng to appropriate funds to give them ships? That
is the brutality of war and that is the chance of war. If the
British must starve because they have only a fair navy as
compared with our Navy, so much the befter in case of war
with us. T would rather see the DBritish starve than have
the people in my district bombarded, and I am suve the peo-
ple on the California coast would feel the same way about it.

Then about our forts. You would think we had forts with
which to protect our coasts, but General Taylor, chief of
the Army Engineers, has saild that our harbor defenses are
obsolete. In view of that we must bulld up the Navy.

This to me resolves itself into a simple questlon, It is just
a question of cheap politics. That is all it is. The gentleman
from Idaho said in response to a question of mine that he
would follow the head of the Natlon on this question. So far
as I am concerned, I wounld cut off the head of the Nation on
this question, because 1 think the head of the Nation has
fallen down flatly in his duty to the American people. 1
think, moreover, he knows it if he has seen the report of the
General Board and of the War College. In this bill the House
will decide whether Congress considers the political future of
Calvin Coolidge of more consequence thun the safety of the
Itepublic. The committee seems willing to gamble this Na-
tion, whose wealth is four hundred billions, or 40 per cent of
the total wealth of the world, against an expenditure of
$100,000,000, so that our one-issune President may prate about
economy us he burns up the country's money on the naval
unit he cherishes, the luxurious Mayfower. He knows that
we have no 5-5-3 ratio in cruisers or submarines. Ile knows
that our cruiser ratio is to Great Britain as 2 is to 5, and
as to Japan in fleet submarines as 3 is to 6. I wonder how
he would like to go into the Republican National Convention
on the short side of such ratios against LoNcworTH or Low-
den? Yet he wants our naval men in the battle of guns to be
inferior to the British or the Japs. Helf-preservation has been
the first law of nature, and King Cal, the chemist, has always
observed it, If it is good enough for him, it is good enough
for the rest of the country. He has chapged the old naval
glogan of “Don't give up the ship,” to “Don't budge the
Budget." The question I8 not what we ean afford, but what
do we need for protection? DPacificism for ideals is danger-
ous, but respectable pacifism for politics is dangerous and
despicable. Like he assnmes the dual personality of Presi-
tdent and official spokesman he now wants the Navy rein-
forced by a paper navy.

The ¢hairman of the sobcommittee says we will have addi-
tional protection through the Coast Guard—the dry navy—in
case we should have war. Nobody here really knows just what
the sitnation is in the Navy, and that Is what we want to find
out to-day. It was shown that we do not know what the sitna-
tion iz during the debate between the gentleman from Idaho
[Mr, FrexcH], the chalrman of the Subcommittee on Appro-
priations, and the distinguished gentleman from Georgla [Mr.
Yinsox], & member of the Naval Affairs Committee. There
is a lot of confusion about it; we have got to admit it, and we
must get at the facts. We must report to the people, and we
must protect the country.

I have a resolution pending in the Rules Committee requir-
ing the Subcommittee on Appropriations and the Committee on
Naval Affairs to join as opne commiitee and to summon the offi-
cers of the War College before it in order to find ont just what
is the sitnation in regard to our relative naval strength. The
Washington Post last Monday, in a very strong editorial, says
that is the only way you will be able to secure full information
as to this naval question.

I have a letter here from a distinguished naval eritie, not a
British eritie, and he writes me to this effect:

WASIHINGTON, January 8, 1027,
Congressman BLACE,
Howse Office Building, Washington, D. C.

My Dear Mr, BLack : In your resolution (H. Res. 328) In the House
of Hepresentatives, December 15, 1920, 1 find the words, " to permit the
use of the Navy Department, including the facllities of the Naval War
College at Newport,”

There has been, and is, a great diversity of opinions outside the
Navy Department and the Naval War College on the interpretation of
the 5-5-3 ratio and what constitutes national defense.

It is obvions that the heads of the Unlted Biates CGovernment, the
United States SBenate, and the House of Ilepresentatives have either
been not informed, misinformed, or have neglected to look thoroughly
into (he status of our naval defenses and comparisons with other naval
slgnatory powers of the Washington arms treaty.

Chairman Burner, Honse Naval Affairs Committee, makes a brave and
honest confession that America had been fooled and he bhad been deluded.
That is evident in the fact that the four signatory navsl powers have
inereased tons and guns while the United States Navy has decreased.
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There Is no longer any doubt that the letter and spirit of the Wash-
ington arms freaty has been violuted. The Washington arms treaty
as understood and pledged is equal with Great Britain and 53 over
Japan. This was understood in 1922, when the SBecretary of the Navy
directed the General Board to formulate a United States naval policy,
The complete work, which was approved by the Beeretary of the Nuvyy,
concludes thnt the balanced fleet for the United States Navy requires:

1. Eighteen battleships, all maintained In the lLighest state of el
clency. This pecegsitates In the cases of some of them: (a) An in-
crepse in the elevation of guns; (b) a change from conl fuel to ofl
fuel; (¢) increased protection against torpedoes and bombs.

2, Bixty modern light cruisers. In order that our strength in this
respect may equal that of Great Dritaln and be soperior to that of
Japan in the ratio of 5 to &, there should be authorized a bullding
program of 50 new vessels, 10 of which should be Iaid down each year
for the next five years.

#. Two hundred and seventy destroyers, our present number. As all
of these vessels are the same age, and, in consequence, become obsoalete
at practieally the saume time, a replacement progrum should be imme-
diately initiated,

Right here, parenthetically, the gentleman from Idaho says
the reason we do not need so many sailors is beecause, while
we have n great number of ships for comparison purposes, we
have a great number out of commission,

4. Fifteen destroyer leaders, There are no vessels of thiz type in
the feet. All of them should be provided for at once,

5. Ope hundred and ten modern, effective submarines. In order to
obtain this number, a building program of 43 new vessels Is neceasary.
All new submarines should be capable of operating as o part of and with
the fleet, 3

6. Five first-line alrplane carriers. There are two under construction.
Three additional should be lald down as soon as practicable,

I want to point out that the chairman of the subcommittee
neglected to say that Australia is building an alrplane carrier
that is chargeable to the Dritish gquota.

7. Bix lighter-than-air ships, As the Los Angeles is only for com-
mercial purposes, provision should be made to augment the Shenandonh
by five new dirigibles.

This is an old report and was made prior to the ill fate of
the Shenandoak.

8. Bufficient train vessels to Insure (he efMclent operation of the
combatant fleet,

All attempts to place before Congress the exact conditions and
requirements of the Navy have been defeated. It Is therefore of vital
importance to our national security to call on the Naval War College
for a complete and impartial report on the ratio of all naval powers,
including the United States Navy.

The importance of this, ns covered by your resolution, ean no longer
be lgpored in view of the Naval War College findings and opinions, in
part as follows : 7

“*The data has not all been compiled, but there is more than enough
to show what condition we are in now and how we were sold out at
the conference, I can not belleve that it was done wittingly, but 1 do
know that we conceded more than we should and more than the board
of naval experts recommended as the minimum, * * * It would
take too long to go into all the detnils of the matter, but I will say
this: We are hopelessly inferior to Great Britain in ecapital ship
strength—range, rapidity of fire, weight of metal thrown, destructive
effect, ete.—and the hell of It is, there is nothing that Congress can
do under the treaty that can elevate us from our hopeless Inferfority in
eapital ship strength, Gun elevatlon will not do it. Blisters will
help. Thickness of deck armor will help; bot we ean not structurally
do thls. Our 16-Inch guns are Inferior in fire effect to their 15-inehe
What is the answer? Strange as It may seem to one who hns not Leard
the reasons for such a drastic departure in our polley—I often wonder
it we have one—the angwer is high-speed 10,000-ton crulsers with no
armor, unless they have some 5 to 6 inch deck armor, equipped with
8-inch guns. This will give you an Inkling ns to our condition, * * ¢
P. 8.: 1 have only scratched the surface.”

The following table Is the result of six problems played or worked
out at the War College :

i Arm;ri-[- a1 ;I‘ima | Iirilt.ish Ships
Cards ean (in pe sunk min- (in =
battle) utes) ‘ baitle) [d8maged
—_—
Per cent
1. 18 1 n o8
2. 18 w n 47
3. 18 45 2 18
4 5 45 | 13 12
5. 5 75 | 13 13
8, ! 5 8| 13 1
]

British elevation 20° minimum,
United States 13 ships, 15° maximum,
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Table of range of fire Brilish and American *

British | Ameri-
Yards 1 ships | can shi
(firing) | (firin
FLR L fm e et e e e e - 2 18
1?.%. = 2 18
Above— & 12
%:%f ¥ 2 10
23,000 . - 22 g
24,000 i 2 1
L . L - - - L] .

Ships must fight and fire at given range until one or the other Is
destroyed. The life of a ship is expressed in number of hits that will
render her incapable of further offensive or gink her.

British, American, and Japanese fleets fire most favorable for each
ficet to adopt: Japanese, minimum, 25,000 yards; British, minimum,
24,000 yards; American, maximum, 13 ships, 22,000 to 23,000 yards.
_ The relative strength of the three naval powers as given by Naval
Intelligence is—

United
Great
Btatesof | Japan
Britain America
rsonnel ] 4.2 3.4
ifm‘u.ft carriers. .. & i 2.9 % :
Modern cruisers b Lb
?leﬂe;':tu 5 3.7 6.9

The United States destroyer strength, on which we may rely, does not
exist, The 103 destroyers in commission are the best of that class
10 years old. The destroyers out of commission are deteriorating
rapidly, all equipment must be replaced. It would take at least three
years to repair and equip those ships and trailn 1,200 officers and 22,000
men, the number required for that service.

The ratio for destroyer leaders is:

Great Britain WO o -
United States of America 0
Japan 1

A further letter from the Naval War College, in part, as follows:
“The American fleet is shown to be weak to a point of serions and
alarming degree, not being backed up by reserves, auxiliaries, supplies,
fuel, and a lack of policy and preparedness. The War College problems
that were played show that we can not handle a battle fleet on the
Pacifie. Lack of bases, fully equipped, were reasons given. Mare
Island can only figure as repair yard for light ships. There was no
mention of any other base other than Panama, That to handle the
battle fleet on the Pacific it will be necessary to dock the capital ships
on the Atlantic and use the Pauama Canal Zone as operating base, 600
to 700 ships for supplies and fuel would be necessary to guarantee sup-
plies and fuel for the maintenance and operations overseas. There is
no base or harbor in the Pacific equipped to accommodate the entire
fleet in every respect.”

{ The merchant marine strength of a nation should be considered a
part of its mavy. Within 30 to 90 days merchant ships can be con-
verted to cruisers and aircraft carrlers.

Great Britain ean convert 42 merchant ships of 20 knots and over.
Added to ber five aireraft carriers, this wounld give the British Navy a
plane carrying capacity of 2,600 to 3,000 airplames, protected by a
euperior mavy of capital ships, light eruisers, and fleet submarines.

There iz every evidence that the United States Navy would be de-
feated in every major engagement.,

The second paragraph of the General Board's report defines the
* fundamental naval policy of the United States” in the following
gentence : *“ The Navy of the United States should be maintained in
sufficient strength to support its policies and its commerce, and to guard
its continental and overseas possessions,"

Our present naval policy is only to maintain. The building or re-
placement program gives way to the maintaining of certain almost
worthless navy yards, which is not consistent with economy. Nor is
Mr. McCarl, General Lord, or Congressman MADDEN qualified or justi-
fied to direct what s to be presented to Congress or what constitutes
national defense. As to future naval disarmament, Great Britain has
officially declared she will never disarm, and, with other signatory
powers, has violated the letter and spirit of the Washington arms treaty.

All other naval powers recognize the fact that England ean not and
will not disarm. And these facts influence and guide the defense
policies of all other powers,

Captain Smyth, United States Navy, officially stated * that the other
nations were scrambling to construct as many ships 1 ton under the

10,000-ton limits as they can afford, and that each nation is trying to
misrepresent others.”
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Europe and Japan's answer to fufure peace parleys and their faith
in the success of further naval disarmament jis demonstrated in
Captain Bmyth's statement.

America’s faith in foture naval disarmament is a danger and a
delusion, backed up with only a misrepresentation that § ecruisers
are building and a further empty promise that 10 more will be built.
This is only a sop to the American people.

I call to your attention the pledge made at Cleveland, “ We pledge
ourselves to fully maintain the Navy to the treaty ratio.” The United
States lived up to the treaty ratio in scrapping, but at no time have
we made an attempt to live up to the building ratio. Our honor ana
duty are ag much pledged one way as the other.

If the naval ratio is based on the Washington arms treaty, Great
Britain should serap 39 light cruisers and Japan should serap 17 light
cruisers. 1If, however, this is not done, the United States will be the
only nation that has made real sacrifices under the Washington arms
treaty.

The Hon. W. C. Bridgman, First Lord of the British Admiralty,
officially stated: * Britain must retain her supremacy of the seas se
far as cruisers are concerned,” and suggested last July in London the
status quo in erulsers,

France and Italy have stated that they will never give up their
defense, the submarine. No arms parley at Geneva, or elsewhere, will
reduce the superior cruiser strength of Great Britain and Japan to our
ratio of 1-5.

If national defense is a monpartisan issue, why wait until 1928 and
rigk the security of the Nation by putting the Navy in an irretrievable
position ?

Further hopes for naval disarmament is not the answer to meet ous
ratio in cruisers. Such hope is misleading and but a further attempt
to crystallize the Harding-ITughes Washington arms pact, and a smoke
screen as justification of the Nation voluntarily sacrificing its sea
power,

The plea that appropriations at this time might embarrass the
League of Nations disarmament plans is a misnomer. The League of
Nations, dedicated to a martyr of peace, is desecrated by crafty states-
men, who barter and trade in weaker nations to satisfy the imperial-
istic policies of the powers. The inner council of the League of Na-
tions is composed of the armed powers; their voice Is recognized by
their welght of armor; they jealously guard that recognized power of
security and openly increase their diplomatic weight by the ever-
increasing weapons of war. It is an armed peace by an armed league.

Your resolution, House Resolution 338, offers a sane and construc-
tive means to form a policy of national defense,

The Naval War College and the Board of Strategy are better
equipped to work out every plan of offense and defense and place hetore
Congress the actual merit of weapon and class of ship.

To successfully attain the above, it is absolutely necessary to elimi-
nate all political interference and influence. No single political, mili-
tary, or naval mind is qualified to be the last word in what constitutes
national defense,

The greatest influence brought to bear on our naval-defense poli-
cies should be the maval strength and naval policies of all other naval
powers.

Your resolutien offers the way to the Naval War College to submit
all data and to de trate by probl before the Senate and House

Committees on Naval Affairs our actual naval strength. This will
bring into the light the unquestionable and indisputable facts.
The time has arrived to fill the gap in our naval weakness. Authori-

zation means nothing without appropriations to build ships, and.a
policy to save the initiative of the service,

National defense and trade are onme in order to guarantee security,
peace, and prosperitj’, which is the shield to the immortality of a
nation,

A policy of Ideahsm i8 not a combative foree.
the supergovernment which controls our destiny,

The intent of the Washington arms treaty is based on comparisons
with other naval powers. Congress should be guided by those compari-
sons and relieve any one man, in whose hands rests the security of the
Natlop, of that great power and responsibility.

Respectfully,

It is but the policy of

W. B. SHEARER,

Mr. ABERNETHY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. BLACK of New York. Yes; I yield.

Mr. ABERNETHY. 1 would like to hear the gentleman on
the question of when we are going to have some more sinkings
of the various ones we have built.

Mr. BLACK of New York. We are not going to bother about
that. If we should have a war, the British or the Japs will
attend to that for us.

Now, here is where the President honestly stated the posi-
tion, and this is from his message to Congress under date of
December G, 1923:

For several years we have been deereasing the personnel of the
Army and Navy and reducing their power to the danger point.
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Further reductions should not be made. The Army is a guaranty of
the security of our citizens at home; the Navy is a guaranty of our
citizens abroad, Both of these services should be strengthened rather
than weakened. Additional planes are needed for the Army and addi-
tional submarines for the Navy. The defenses of Panama must be
perfected, We want no more competitive armaments. We want no
more war. But we want no weakness that invites imposition. A
people who neglect thelr national defense are putting in jeopardy their
national honor.

So spoke Calvin Coolidge in 1923 and yet look at what his
spokesman on the floor of the House has said to-day about
the Navy needs,

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yic'd 20 minutes to the
gentleman from South Carolina [Mr., Stevexsox]. [Applause.]

Mr. STEVENSON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I am
going to turn aside just a little while from this discussion of
armament and discuss for a few minutes the situation con-
fronting many of the Representatives and the States that many
of us represent here in the matter of the rights of the States
to representation in either body of this Congress,

A few days ago, or at least within the last month, it was |

stated by a distinguished Member of the other body that there
were precedents in the House of Representatives for denying
a man a seat without his having been sworn in and having
had a hearing, There is some precedent, but I want to discuss
just a moment what the precedents amount to. A man pre-
sents his credentials here or in the Senate of the United States.

I am not discussing Senators, and therefore I have a right
to refer to the body. It contains the great seal of the State
that the man represents, It imports absolute verity. It is
prima facie the right of that man to maintain on the floor
of the body he proposes to join his representative capacity of
the State from which he comes; and until that presumption
is rebutted and rebutted by proof and rebutted under an
opportunity to be heard and to have a trial and to be con-
fronted by the witnesses, that man has the right to repre-
sent the State whose great seal he bears on his commission,

What are the precedents that were cited as being in the
House of Representatives? The most notorious was one from
my State, where one Whittemore, a reconstruction carpetbag-
ger, came up here and did acts that were so disgraceful that the
House was in the course of expelling him, and did adopt such
a resolution after he resigned. The House, having heard
him and having determined that he was guilty of conduct
that was unbecoming a Representative of the State, he went
back, and his constituents immediately reelected him to fill
his unexpired term. IHe came back and presented his com-
mission here and he was not allowed to be seated upon the
floor. He was rejected, and as a result never was allowed to
take the oath. But this was after the presumption that arises
from the bearing of the commission with the great seal of
the State upon it had been effecutally rebutted and destroyed.
He had had his hearing. He was merely here asking this
body to overrule the former solemn judgment of this House
and allow him to be seated, notwithstanding the infamy he
had already placed against his name.

Mr. BOWLING. Will the gentleman yield for a short ques-
tion?

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes, sir.

Mr, BOWLING. Did that particular person take the oath
before the resolution of expulsion had been adopted?

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes; he had been serving for a year
or more. .

Mr. BOWLING.

Mr.
oath.

Mr, BOWLING. He was not allowed to take the oath?

Mr. STEVENSON. No, sir. That is the precedent referred
to, I take it, in the other body. That precedent is not a
precedent for denying a Representative of a State the right
to take the oath to which he is entitled because of the verity
that is found in the great seal of the State that he repre-
sents. And so zealous were the people who made the Consti-
tution that they said, “ Yes; we will make the House and the
Senate the judge of the qualifications of its Members. Yes;
we will do that; but before we will allow the will of a State
to be overridden or allow a Representative of the State to
be declared not a Representative, except where there is a
contest, there must be a two-thirds majority of the House
finding that he is unfit to sit in the House to which he has
been accredited by the seal of the State.”

I have thought a great deal about the conditions that are
confronting the Senate. I hope that our people will not be
stampeded by clamor about primary corruption. Following
the Whittemore case Mr. Bercer was expelled from the House,

I mean when he came back.
STEVENSON. No: he was not allowed to take the
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He was reelected and came and presented his credentials. The
very fact he had been expelled resulted in his being denied
the right to take the oath. This was in the stress of war.

Since that time even that has been waived, and he now sits
with us. There was also the Brigham Roberts case, I believe,
from Utah, where under the stress of agitation and a religious
issue and an issue of polygamy and various other things there
was a long investigation, and I believe he was never allowed to
take the oath and become a Member of the House; but that
should not be regarded as a precedent, because I do not think
that was a well-considered judgment, It was one of fear rather
than of justice and of law.

I say these things because to my mind those of us who repre-
sent conservative constituencies, who have always had great
regard for the Constitution, should not sit down idly and let
the constitutional provision be swept aside by the passions that
may arise out of the scandal that has grown out of a primary
election or any other kind of election.

I am not alarmed at the continual intimations that are being
made that they will investigate and determine that we are not
living up to the fifteenth amendment. We have two classes of
people who are throwing bouquets at the South, one wanting us
to vote one way for fear they will get after us about the
fifteenth amendment, and the other wants us to turn in and
nullify the eighteenth amendment, because they say that if we
do not they will enforce the fifteenth amendment.

I have no patience with this. The South has always stood
for the Constitution. She stood for it and she justified her
stand on battle fields that made this country a history that has
never been written greater in any history in the world.
[Applause.] And, by the way, she stood for it when that which
was done in the heat of war had to be cured by constitutional
amendments, admitting that she had been standing for her
rights and that she had the right to retain them. It took
constitutional amendments after the war to cure what had been
done during the war.

They talk about the fifteenth amendment! I want to tell
you that in South Carolina the Constitution gives any man the
right to vote who has $300 worth of property on the tax books
and pays his taxes or who can read the Constitution. There is
not a colored man in the State of South Carolina who can not
register and vote if he comes within that limitation, and when
he does his vote is counted. It is not like what happened up in
Massachusetts, in the district of a gentleman who sometimes
gets after us down here. A colored man publishes a paper up
there, and he sent me an issue of it some time ago in which he
charged, and seemed to prove, that a couple of colored men
were elected to the legislature up there and they counted them
out. They appealed to the legislature, and it sustained the
counting out. [Laughter,]

I want to téll you that under the econstitution of South
Carolina, squaring with the constitutional amendments, I served
six years with a colored man in the House of Representatives of
South Carolina. Why? Because they had a majority in the
county of Georgetown and they had a right to eleect. They had
that right under the Constitution under which we are operating
to-day, and he was elected and he sat in the legislature con-
stanfly for six years, and I used to take a great deal of pleasure
when gentlemen and ladies from Boston would come in and be
brought up and introduced to the Speaker, when I used to be
Speaker, and the first question they would ask was, “ Which is
the Democratic and which is the Republican side.” I used to
point to this little colored fellow over there and tell them,
“ That is the Republican side,” [Langhter.]

We count them and we give them their rights and they can
vote to-day, and we invite anybody who wants to, to come down
and see whether we are living up to the fifteenth amendment.

We are trying to live up to the eighteenth amendment, too,
and we have no sympathy with this attempt to nullify the Con-
stitntion that is being made in some places and the attempt to
tie to the Democratic Party the proposition that it is trying to
nullify the eighteenth amendment.

Gentlemen, I have digressed a little, but we see this statement
every day. The Washington Post has a squib every morning
about the southern Members and what would they think if they
took a notion to enforce the fifteenth amendment.

The State of South Carolina started out with a colored ma-
jority of 40,000. A man was elected governor in 1876, when
there was 40,000 majority if they all voted one way, but after
Hampton was elected governor, the supreme court, made up of
a carpetbagger from New York and a colored man from Phila-
delphia, decided that he was legally elected., And he was
elected by thousands of colored men voting for him. We have
just celebrated the semicentennial of his inauguration.

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STEVENSON. I will




1927

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. How large a colored population in
South Carolina vote to-day?

Mr, STEVENSON. None of them vote. They found out long
ago that there was nothing to it for them. They did not get
anything out of it. As one of them expressed it, “All they want
is to get us to register and get a poll tax out of us. There is
nothing in it.”

The colored man is a good citizen, but he never finds any-
thing in the organization down there that is fit for him to vote
for and I do not blame him for not voting. But that does not
suppress him. The State has given him the right to vote
when he qualifies and sometimes he qualifies, and then fre-
quently does not vote, They do not vote, but not because they
can not vote. They quit sending a man to the legislature from
Georgetown 20 years ago. All this talk about danger to white
domination in the South is not true. It has gone along until
to-day the white people are in the large majority, even in
South Carolina, and I hope Mississippi will soon erawl out
of it.

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STEVENSON. I will

Mr. BLANTON. In South Carclina the white man has to
conform to certain regulations in order to vote?

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes.

Mr. BLANTON. And the colored men have to conform to
the same regulations, and if they do they can vote?

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes. He can vote, but he does not
want to.

Mr. BLANTON. But if he does want to vote he conforms to
the same regulations as the white man does?

Mr. STEVENSON. Absolutely; they are on an absolute
equality before the law and under the Constitution.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. STEVENSON. Yes.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I understand that the colored man is
protected fully under the Constitution. Is there any moral
suasion used there?

Mr. STEVENSON. No, sir; there has not been for 40 years.

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I understand that on election day if a
colored man approaches too near the ballot box to vote it
changes his complexion?

Mr. STEVENSON. That is like a great many of the under-
standings of the gentleman from New York. There is noth-
ing to it.

Mr, BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield further?

AMr. STEVENSON. Yes; I will

Mr. BLANTON. There are in the District of Columbia
110,000 colored people. Not one of them is permitted to vote
and there has been no effect on the part of our brethren across
the aisle to take any steps to allow them to vote. They are
disfranchised, every one of that 110,000 colored people. If
you want to enfranchise any colored people, why do not you
begin in Washington? .

Mr., STEVENSON. Now I will conclude what I started out
to say. I want to reiterate that in so far as nullifying any
clause in the Constitution is concerned the southern people
are against it. In so far as enforcing the Constitution is con-
cerned the great majority are in favor of it, and the dis-
cussions that are going on from day to day and week to
week sometimes make me think that it is an effort to make
it appear that we want to nullify certain provisions and eertain
clauses of the Constitution. The South has stood for the
Constitution ever since it was written, ever since the SBouth
wrote it, because it did write it and construed if and it is
prepared to live up to it now and the gentleman from New
York ecan come down there, put on a wooly wig, black his face,
come around fo the election booth, and I will guarantee that
we will not molest him ; but he has got to be registered first.

Mr. WILLIAM E. HULL. Will they count his vote?

Mr. STEVENSON. No; I do not think they would count
his vote, because he would not be a resident. The vote of the
colored man is counted in South Carolina the same as anywhere
else. As I said 25 years ago, a colored man was elected to
the legislature and served for six years, and I served with
him. He was elected on a Republican ticket and afterwards
they took him out and made him postmaster, but he couldn’t
be postmaster to-day, because he would not have encugh money
to pay for it. [Laughter and applause.]

The Civil Service Commission reports, which I just got,
shows that a postmaster, a henchman of a boss Republican in
Sonth Carolina, sold the village carrier positions in my dis-
triet last September for $300 apiece, and got the money. The
Civil Service Commission turned them down, and the devil
is to pay now as to who is to pay the money back. I do not
know that anybody cares whether they ever get it back or

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE

not. The following is their report to me, and I honor them
for their manly fight to clean up this nefarious business:

WasHINGTON, D). C., December 31, 1925,
Hon. WiLLiam F, 8tevenson, M. C,
House of Representatives, Washington, D. O.

My Dmar Mg. STEVENsoN: Following your visit to this office on
October 19, 1926, an investigation was made of the charge that candi-
dates had pald to political referees or their agents certain sums of
money in return for promises of appointment as village carriers at
Clover, 8. C.

From the information obtained it is evident that $600 was paid to
Parnell Meehan, postmaster at Chesterfield, 8. C., to secure the appoint-
ments of James 8. Jackson and Robert C. Faulkner. This money was
paid in four amounts of $150 each prior to the date of the examina-
tion (September 18, 1926), in which both Jackson and Faulkner recelved
ineligible ratings,

No evidence was secured to show that Daniel M. Barrett or L. C.
Dale used or attempted to use money in an effort to receive indorse-
ment for appointments,

A copy of the report of the commission’s investigator in this case
has been transmitted to the Postmaster General for consideration in
connection with the nomination of Mr., Meehan for reappointment,

By direction of the commission.

Very respectfully,
Joux T. DoxLr, Recrctary.

There was a citizen of my town, a native of Vermont, and
he was appointed postmaster some years ago. He declined to
contribute to the funds of certain pollywogs down there, and
when the time came for him to be reappointed they cailed for
an examination. Although he made the highest grade they
had another fellow appointed, because he would not come
across, and he told me so. That is the reason the colored man
does not vote down there, There is nobody for him to vote
for who is fit to vote for, and everything is for sale which the
machine that is maintained down there in South Carolina has to
deliver, and it is sold like beef in the market, and mighty
cheap beef at that. [Laughter and applause on the Demoecratic
side.]

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman from New Jersey [Mr, ApPLEBY].

Mr. APPLEBY. Mr. Chairman, gentlewomen, and gentlemen,
about a year ago in a speech I made on the floor of this House—
on the Navy appropriation bill—I called attention to the fact
that the PBritish were constructing two 5,000,000 cubic feet
lighter-than-air ships. In last session we authorized the con-
struction of two 6,000,000 cubic feet ships in the naval avia-
tion bill, but did not make appropriation for them. Therefore,
we have not increased our lighter-than-air ship construction
the past year, except for one 200-foot J ship. In the mean-
time all the other nations are going ahead of us in lighter-than-
air construction and we are simply marking time, because the
Budget has not asked for funds to commence construction.

The functions of Congress are specifically mentioned in our
Constitution, namely, make our laws, authorized for the national
defense and make appropriations. It seems in the present form
of government one department or a bureau created by an act of
Congress is constantly striving to usurp the power vested in
Congress by our Constitution and affirmed by our citizens in
electing membership to both legislative bodies.

We authorize ships, the number of men to man the ships, by
law. The Budget then deliberately goes against the wishes of
the majority of the membership of this House recommending,
by withholding requests for appropriations, sufficient number of
men for our national defense. How long is this going to con-
tinue? Is the Budget in the future, a department created by
Congress, going to completely usurp the powers vested in this
House by the majority of people and confirmed every two years?
The members of the Sub-Appropriation Committee deserve a
vote of thanks from this Nation for not accepting the Budget's
ideas in refusing to cut down enlisted personnel of the Navy
and Marine Corps.

I would like to call attention to the testimony which appears
in the naval appropriation hearing, In a guestion by Mr.
Oriver of Alabama, asked of Admiral Moffett, who is Chief of
the Bureau of Aeronautics of the Navy, Mr. Oriver said:

“ 1 would like to ask about lighter-than-air ships. I assume that you
have made an estimate for that, and the Budget did not think it wise
to appropriate for It at this time."”

To that question Admiral Moffett replied:

w Th-llt m right.”

The Los Angeles, our only lighter-than-air ship, a diagram
of which is before you, is of 2,600,000 cubic feet capacity, con-
tains 13 helium cells, was built in Germany, and made a very
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guccessful flight to the United States, and when the ship was
moored inside the hangar at Lakehurst, N. J., it was found
that she could have completed a trip to Texas without
stopping.

Under our treaty with Germany the Los Angeles can be only
used for a training cruise and not for military purposes. In
other words, at the present time we do not have any rigid
lighter-than-air ships for military purposes. During the World
War the Germans successfully took 20 tons of supplies from
Germany to South Africa and return. If we constructed one
ship, as authorized by last year's bill, we could carry 70 tons
of munitions twice as fast as any vessel that sails the sea
over a distance of 6,000 miles. Rapid strides are being made in
lighter-than-air construction. Germany has built 126 lighter-
than-air ships, and 1 quote from the Aviation Magazine, Decem-
ber 6, 1926, page 904, as follows:

GERMAN SUPERZEPPELIN UNDER CONSTEUCTION

Despatcheg state that the construction of Germany's new Super-
geppelin is progressing rapldly. Dr. Hugo Eeckenor, who is supervis-
ing the construction, and who will command the ship when it i3 com-
pleted, has partially disclosed the secrets of the new propulsion system
which will be installed. According to Doctor Eckenor, the power will
be supplied by five 420-horsepower Mayback engines especially designed
to burn a fuel known as carbonated hydrogen, with the chemiecal
formula CH,. It is claimed this fuel is lighter and more efficient than
either gasoline or benzol. This will dispense with the necessity for
wasting valuable inflammable gas when ascending to high altitudes,
The use of this carbonated hydrogen for fuel will cut down by 35
per cent the weight allowance for fuel.

A lighter-than-air ship depends upon the lifting power of
the helium to float it in the air, and the Los Angeles is driven
by five 400-horsepower motors. It is steered by double rudders
and normally the altitude is changed by raising or lowering two
flippers or fins, which are at right angles to the double rudders.
As a reserve captain in the United States Marine Corps, I was
attached to the naval air station at Lakehurst, N. J., last
spring and this fall, and was an observer on the U. 8. 8.
Los Angeies on several of its flights, and was in a splendid
position to aecquire first-hand information about our lighter-
than-air activities. On one flight from Lakehurst to Newport,
R. I, made over the sea, I had an opportunity to watch the
operation of the Los Angeles mooring to a floating mast
mounted on the stern of the U, 8. 8. Patoke. This mooring-

mast vessel is the only one of its kind in existence and has |
demonstrated the feasibility of mooring airships to surface
I understand England is now trying to |

vessels in harbors.
imitate this
mast.

United States adaptation of the mooring

I wish to thank the Committee on Appropriations for not |
restricting lighter-than-air developments at Lakehurst this |

year, A very good course of instruction is given in free bal-
looning, nonrigid airship operation, parachute construction,
parachute tests, rigid airships, as well as a landing field for
airships heavier than air. A very good airology station iy
maintained there, and weather reports are transmitted to
Langley Field, Anacostia, and Arlington, Va. It is an im-
portant link in the chain of stations which furnish the weather
information for all aeronautical activity in the United States.

Another peace-time measure of lighter-than-air ship is to eali- |

brate compasses from shore station, thus having a check on
the accuracy of compasses on shore vessels.

The experience of 45 hours of flight on the Los Angeles last
year and 1114 hours on our new nonrigid J-3 ship, with service
on the rudders of the same, has led me to think it is highly im-
portant that money be made immediately available for the
commencement of two nonrigid lighter-than-air ships, as pro-
vided in the naval aviation bill of last year. At the proper
time it is my intention to offer an amendment providing these
ships. T trust the amendment will pass. It takes between 30
and 40 months to complete a nonrigid ship, and we can build
two at the same time for less money than we can build one.
It will not require all the appropriation at one time. Why
should we close our eyes to lighter-than-air activities when
other nations are going rapidly ahead and copying all our
improvements? ¥England did not construet any worth while
lighter-than-air ships until London was bombed. George Wash-
ington said:

In time of peace, prepare for war.

Mr, FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, it happens that there are a
couple of speeches of such length that it was not desired by
the ones who were to have the time that they go on to-night.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. FRENCH. Yes.
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Mr. BANKHEAD. The gentleman stated this morning that
he thought it wise to run along a while in general debate
without fixing the time when general debate should expire.
Have you ever reached any agreement?

Mr, FRENCH. We have not as yet, and I was thinking we
would now rise and adjourn.

Mr. BANKHEAD, One other question. About what length
of time does the gentleman have in mind to consume in gen-
eral debate?

Mr., FRENCH. I have requests for less than one hour.

Mr. AYRES., And I suppose 1 will require less than 30
minutes, so why not agree on the length of general debate
this afternoon?

Mr. FRENCH., We can agree early in the morning,

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, at this time I want to ask
leave to extend my remarks on the question of the Navy.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there
objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I want to congratulate the
chairman of this subcommittee on the very able manner in
which he presented this bill this afternoon. [Applause.]

Mr. Chairman, I regret that I can not agree with the Budget
recommendations regarding the reduction of the personnel of
the Marine Corps from 18,000 to 16,800 men. To my mind
there are several reasons why this most efficient and wuseful
military organization or establishment should be kept intact.
I shall endeavor to give a few. Roughly speaking, the duties
of the Marine Corps may be divided, or rather subdivided,
into these general classes:

First. Marine detachments serving on board of the fleet.

Second. Guards for navy yards and all naval establishments
and activities on shore, at home and abroad.

Third. Administrative and other marine dutles,

Fourth, Foreign shore duty in connection with carrying out
our national policies.

Fifth. Expeditionary forces under training and available for
active service in an emergency, either of peace or war.

Sixth. Aviation.

Taking up the first proposition of marine detachments sery-
ing on board of vessels of the fleet. It is this duty which
gives the Marine Corps its nautical character, differentiates
it from the Army, and makes it especially fitted for duty in
support of the fleet in the event of hostilities. Marines on
board a ship in addition to doing the military guard duty of
the ship, constitute a part of the ship’s company and perform
many of the same duties as sailors, including the manning
of a part of the torpedo-defense battery, and other similar
duties I might mention.

Now, referring to the second class of duties, that of guarding
navy yards, and so forth. All of the naval yards, naval stations,
. ammunition (epots, and other naval establishments and activi-
| ties are guarded and protected against fire and thieves by
| marine detachments,
| Calling attention fo the third and fourth classes of duties
I mentioned a few moments ago, that is administrative and for-
eign shore duty, for over a hundred years marines have been
| employed in foreign countries in connection with earrying out
our national policies and for the protection of the lives and
| property of American citizens. At the present time several
| marine detachments are engaged in carrying out this duty.
| About 900 are stationed in Haiti; about 500 in Peking, China
and an urgent demand is being made for at least that many
| more. Additional forces are held on board of ships in the
| Orient and ashore in the Philippine Islands and Guam in readi-
| ness for use in China. There is also a detachment at Guanta-
namo, Cuba, for use by the special squadron should additional
marines be needed by that squadron.

The fifth subdivision mentioned is that of expeditionary
forces under training and available for active service in an
emergency either of peace or war,. A study of the history of
the Marine Corps during the period, we will say, since the
Spanish-American War, shows that forces of marines of vary-
ing size have been employed nearly every year either at home
or abroad in connection with our national policies. For in-
stance, about 3,000 marines were landed in Vera Cruz in April,
1914, where they continued to serve as a part of the army of
occupation until December of that year, and I might mention
many other expeditionary forces of marines used in other for-
eign countries in like manner. On two occasions it has been
called on for use in the emergency caused by the depredations
of bandits and robbers of the United Sfates mails. It is at the
present time engaged in guarding the mails, about 2,500 men
being used for that purpose, These men guard all trucks and
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trains carrying valuable mail. They keep guard at stations
where mail bags are being unloaded or transferred from mail
cars into the station and follow up the transportation of these
mail bags to their destination—that i%, the post office—and
keep guard there when the bags are lnter taken from the
trucks into the post office or from the post office to the trucks,
as the case may be.

It is a deplorable condition which exists in some of the
larger cities in this country which makes a decent citizen blush
with shame to think that the local governments of those cities
are =0 helpless that they ean not protect the Federal Govern-
ment against robbery of the mails it is delivering to the citizens
of such cities, but such is the case, These robberies have
taken place while mail bags were being moved from the trains
to the trucks or just outside of a railroad station; also they
have occurred just outside of the post office. As a result
marines were called for by the Post Office Department, and
while it was somewhat of a commonplace thing to read of a
mail robbery before, no one has heard of such a thing since.
The marines have taken over the matter of guarding the mails,

Any time Uncle Sam needs policemen to guard him on land
or sea, at home or abroad, in times of peace or of war, he
knows where to go and get them, -He calls for the marines.
This has been the case ever since the beginning of this Nation.

It might be interesting to give a brief history of the United
States Marine Corps from the date it was created or founded.
It was founded on November 10, 1775, by a resolution of the
Continental Congress directing the raising of two batfalions
of marines. These were the first troops authorized by that
body. The first marine officer to receive a commission was
Capt. Samuel Nicholas on November 28, 1775, Dunng the
Revolution these men served as a part of Washington's army
in the Bafttles of Trenton and Princeton and other battles on
land. They also had their share in all the victories of Com-
modore Hopkins and John Paul Jones on sea. At the close
of the Revolution the Marine Corps was practically disbanded;
but soon thereafter, on July 11, 1798, the Marine Corps was
permanently reestablished by act of Congress, approved by
the President on that date, and saw action aboard ship almost
immediately after its reestablishment during the naval war
with France.

The marines saw much service in the War of 1812, The
Constitution bad a marine guard through all her combatant
career, and members of that goard took a prominent part in
all of her battles. They also shared in the victory of Lake
Iirie, and the marine guard formed part of our military
forces invading Canada in 1813, They took a prominent part
in the defense of Baltimore and the Battles of Bladensburg,
New Orleans, and many other engagements.

In 1823 the marines formed a part of a landing force which
attacked and defeated a nest of pirates in Cuba. Then in 1824
they were called on to suppress a famous mutiny in the Massa-
chusetts State prison. In the years of 1836 and 1837 there were
two battalions of marines serving in the war against the Creek
and Seminole Indians, and in the war with Mexico the marines
fought both on land, as a part of the military forces, and on
sea, as a part of the naval forces. They shared in the capture
of Vera Cruz on March 29, 1847, and under the command of
Colonel Watson joined the forces of General Scott in the march
to Mexico City. They took a leading part in the campaign
which led to the congquest of California and served in practi-
cally all of the engagements during the war with Mexico.

The history of the marines shows that they are always seeing
service, not only during war times but in peace times as well
For instance, in 1857 the marines stationed here in Washington
were called on to suppress the “ plug uglies ™ riot, and in 1859
they were called out to suppress a distinguished citizen of my
own State, John Brown, who was making a raid, and it ended
as usual when the marines are called to take a hand.

I shall not take the time to detail the wonderful service
rendered by the marines both on land and sea during the Civil
War. If I should go into this it would take hours. It is suffi-
cient to say they were found on the firing line at all times and
under all conditions and circumstances.

What I am endeavoring to do is to call attention to the
diversified duties performed by this organization at all times
The marines have never been idle. Immediately after the close
of the Civil War—that is, in 1871—they were called on to cap-
ture the Korean Forts because of the hostile action by natives
of that country against a naval surveying party. Then in 1873
they were called out to take care of a disturbed condition in
Panama which interfered with the operation of the Panama
Railroad, and as usual they straightened it out. They were
kept busy putting down insurrections in various places, even as
far as Alexandria, Egypt, clear up to the time of the Spanish
War,
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When the Spanish-American War began the strength of the
Marine Corps was about 2,500 men, some aboard ships and
others guarding navy yards. The detachments afloat took part
in the battles in which their vessels were engaged, which in-
cluded the famous battle of Santiago and the batile of Manila
Bay, and many other engagements I could mention. Immedi-
dately after the Spanish-American War the marines were called
on to take part in suppressing the Filipino insurrection. Owing
to the nature of the country these operations included the sever-
est kind of campaigning and the marines suffered serious losses.

Then the Boxer insurrection broke out in China in 1900, and
because of threats against foreigners the Marine detachments
from the U. 8. 8. Oregon and the U. 8. 8. Newark were landed
at Tientsin, China, and dispatched to Pekin to protect the
American legation. In other words, the ever-ready marines
were on hand at the right time and in the right place.

Again, in 1903 another marine expedition was sent to Panama
to protect American lives and property, and a battalion was
kept in the Canal Zone until 1914. In 1906 a brigade of ma-
rines was sent to Cuba to help Cuba put down an insurrection.

Owing to the disturbed conditions in Niearagua in 1909, on
December 20 of that year a force of marines was landed, and
in May, 1910, was again sent to Nicaragua, and this was re-
peated in 1912, and I could go on and detail innumerable inci-
dents where detachments of marines were sent first to one place
and then another during each and every year for the purpose
of protecting Americans or American property in foreign lands.

I want to call attention briefly- to some of the services ren-
dered in the World War by the marines. As a result of the
declaration of war with Germany the Marine Corps during this
year sent to France the Fourth Brigade of Marines, comprising
the Fifth and Sixth Regiments and the Sixth Machine Gun
Battalion. This brigade formed a part of the famous Second
Division and took part in all the principal operations of the
American Expeditionary Forces. These included the Aisne de-
fensive, the capture of Belleau Wood and Bouresches; the
Aisne Marne offensive, including operations in the vicinity of
Soissons; the St. Mihiel offensive, the capture of Blane Mont,
and St. Btienne, and the Meuse-Argonne. After the armistice the
Fourth Brigade, as a part of the Second Division, marched to
the Rhine and formed a part of the army of oceupation, re-
maining there until July, 1919, A summary of the Fourth
Brigade operations follows:

Toulon sector, Verdun: From March 15 to May 13, 1918.

Aisne defensive, in the Chateau-Thierry sector: From May 31 to
June 3§, 1918.-

Chatean-Thierry sector (capture of HIll 142, Bouresches, Belleau
Wood) : From June 6 to July 9, 1918.

Aisne-Marne (Boissons) offensive: From July 18 to July 19, 1918,

Marbache sector, near Pont-a-Mousson on the Moselle River: From
August 9 to August 16, 1018.

St. Mihiel offensive, in the vicinity of Thiaueourt, Xammes, and
Jaulny : From Beptember 12 to September 16, 1918,

Meuse-Argonne (Champagne), including the eapture of Blane Mont
Ridge and S8t. Etlenne: From October 1 to October 10, 1918,

Meuse-Argonpe (Ineluding erossing of the Meuse River) :
November 1 to November 11, 191B.

In addition to the Fourth Brigade four marine squadrons
of land fighting planes and the headquarters company oper-
ated in northern France under the Navy as the day wing of
the northern bombing group. Operations were carried on in
the Dunkirk area against German submarines and their bases
at Ostend, Zeebrugge, and Bruges. The total battle deaths
of marines during the World War amounted to 2454, The
total number of casualties was 11,531.

After they had done their bit in the World War, then the
same old police duty was assigned to the marines. For in-
stance, during the year 1919 disturbances amounting to an
insurrection occurred in Haitl, and it was necessary for the
marine brigade oceupying that country to take the field again,
Pence was soon restored.

In 1920 armed guards, including marines from the U. §, 8.
Albany and the U, 8. 8. Bouth Dakota, landed at Vladivostok,
Siberia, and acted in the capacity of interallied police during
the attempted overthrow of the government of that eity.

In 1921 the Third Battalion of the Fifth PBrigade sailed
from Philadelphia, Pa., for special temporary duty in Panama
on gaccount of boundary trouble that had arisen between
Panama and Costa Rica.

In 1921 so many armed robberies of the United States mails
took place that a forece of over 2,000 marines was organized
and provided guards for mails in post offices, railroad sta-
tions, trains, and mail trucks. This duty lasted about three
months, and during this period robberies of mails absolutely
ceased.

From




1104

In 1922 marines from the Asiatic Fleet and  Station were
sent to Tientsin, China, on account of disturbances arising
from the civil war in that country.

The Japanese earthquake occurred in 1923, and marines from
the U. 8. 8. Huron were landed to assist the American Embassy
and American consulates and for relief work.

Nineteen hundred and twenty-four saw a serious revolution
in Honduras. Marines were landed four times in several cities
on the north coast of that country to protect American lives.
The same year saw a provisienal company of marines landed
at Shanghai, China. :

In 1925 there were further landing forces in Honduras an
two landings of marine provisional units at Shanghai, and, as
I have already called to your attentionm, last October 2,500
marines were again assigned the duty of protecting the mails,
which they ecarried out in the same manner and up to the
present date with the same success.

In view of the many, many incidents wherein the marines
have been called on to proteet American citizens and the prop-
erty of American citizens, both here and abroad, only a few of
which I have mentioned, it would be the height of folly to
diminish this force. I agree with General Lejeune, when he
stated to our committee:

Inasmuch as the Mari.e Corps must be an organization of “ minute
men" in order to carry out its misslon of immediate service in sup-
port of the fleet in a major emergency, necessarily plans rmust be drawn
up in advance and provisions made for carrying these plans into effect.
To accomplish this it is essential -that the corps should mot be crippled
by reducing its strength below the minimum necessary to permit it to
furnish a well-trained expeditionary force for immediate service in a
minor emergency and also to permit it to expand promptly and effec-
tively on the approach of a major emergency. I am strongly of the
opinion that the present strength—18,000 men—is, if anything, less
than that minimum, and I am positive that it is not above it.

T want to say, in conclusion, I have always found the marines
a busy bunch of men improving their conditions and surround-
ings, which would otherwise be a burden borne by the Govern-
ment. General Lejeune stated in answer t) a question asked
him that the marines had adopted the prineciple that a man
can properly be called on to work to improve his home; that he
can be called on to do any kind of work to improve his home
conditions, -

In view of this willingness on the part of the marines, with
their own labor to do all they can to improve these conditions
it would seem that a grateful Nation should or could do more
than has been done by this Nation in providing decent living
conditions for its marines. I have been to Quantico and have
seen the conditions under which these men with their families
have to live. As has been said, housing conditions there are in-
tolerable and would not be permitted for the eivil population of
any progressive community in this country, and are a disgrace.
Until I visited Quantico and saw these conditions I ecould not
believe they existed. I think the measure now before the
Committee on Naval Affairs should be reported out imme-
diately and passed, and an appropriation made during this
session of Congress immediately available so that this deplor-
able condition can be cared for at an early date. [Applause.]

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee
do now arise,

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having
resumed the chair, Mr. CaispBLoM, Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that
that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R.
15641) making appropriations for the Navy Departmenf and
the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1928, and
for other purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon.

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER. The Chair designates the gentleman from
Connecticut [Mr. TitsoN] to preside to-morrow during such
time as the Speaker may be absent.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent leave of absence was granted to Mr.
Burpiok (at the request of Mr. Arprica) for the remainder of
the week on account of important business.

ADJOURNMENT
Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now

Mr. FRENCH.
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 24
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes-
day, January 5, 1927, at 12 o'clock noon.
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COMMITTEE HEARINGS '
Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com-
mittee hearings scheduled for Wednesday, January 5, 1927, as
reported to the floor leatler by clerks of the several committees :
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS
(10.20 a. m.)
State, Justice, Commerce, and Labor Departments appropria-
tion bill
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE
(10 a. m.)

To provide for the eradication or control of the European
corn borer (H. R. 15649).

COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY
(10.30 a. m.)

Directing the Secretary of the Treasury to complete pur-
chases of silver under the act of April 23, 1918, commonly
known as the Pittman Act (8. 756).

COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS
(10.30 a. m.)

To anthorize alterations and repairs to certain naval vessels
(H. R. 15336).

COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS
(10.30 a. m.)

Secretary Davis to be heard in a discussion of items in the
Army appropriation bill,

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows:

841. A letter from the Comptroller General of the United
States, transmitting a report showing the officers of the Gov-
ernment who were delinquent in rendering or transmitting
their accounts to the proper officers in Washington during the
fiscal year ended June 30, 1926, the cause therefor, and whether
the delinquency was waived, together with a list of such officers
who, upon final settlement of their accounts, were found to be
indebted to the Government and had failed to pay the same
into the Treasury of the United States; to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

842, A message from the President of the United States,
transmitting a supplemental estimate of appropriation for the
War Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1927, to
remain available until expended (H. Doc. No. 623) ; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. .

843. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a
report from the Chief of Engineers on preliminary examination
of Cass Lake and Leech Lake, Minn.; to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS

Under clanse 2 of Rule XIII,

Mr. LEAVITT: Commiitee on the Public Lands. 8. 4533.
An act extending to lands released from withdrawal under the
Carey Act the right of the State of Montana to secure indemnity
for losses to its school grant in the Fort Belknap Reservation:
without amendment (Rept. No. 1664). Referred to the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union.

Mr. DENISON : Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce. H. R. 15129. A bill granting the consent of Congress
to the Indiana Bridge Co, to construct, maintain, and operate
a toll bridge across the Ohio River at Evansville, Ind.; with
an d:mendment (Rept. No. 1665). Referred to the House Cal-
endar.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII the Committee on Claims was
discharged from the consideration of the bill (8. 2722) for the
relief of the Muscle Shoals, Birmingham & Pensacola Railroad
Co., the successor in interest of the receiver of the Gulf,
Florida & Alabama Railway Co., and the same was referred to
the Committee on War Claims.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. COCHRAN: A bill (H. R. 15819) to amend the
national prohibition act; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. PARKS: A bill (H. R. 15820) to recognize the serv-
ices of certain officers and enlisted men of the National Guard
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or Organized Militia of the several Statcs and of the District
ol Columbia during the World War; to the Committee on
Military Affairs,

By Mr. SINNOTT (by departmental request) : A bill (H. R.
15821) to reyise the boundary of the Hawaii National P’ark,
on the island of Maul, in the Territory of Hawall; to the Com-
mittee on the Public Lands.

By Mr. SMITHWICK : A bill (H. R. 15822) authorizing the
county of Hscambia, Fla., and/or the county of DBaldwin, Ala.,
and/or the State of Florida, and/or the State of Alabama to
acquire all the rights and privileges granted to the Perdido
Bay Bridge & Ferry Co., by chapter 168, approved June 22, 1916,
for the construction of a bridge across Perdido Bay, from
Lillian, Ala., to Cummings Point, Fla.; to the Committee on
Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

By Mr, ASWELL: A bill (H, . 15823) to establish a na-
tional farm commodity marketing association to aid in the
orderly marketing and in the control and disposition of the
surplus of agricultural commodities, and to place the agricul-
tural industry on a sound commercial basis, to encourage
national cooperative marketing of farm products, and for
other purposes: to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. CELLER: A bill (H. R. 15824) to amend the
national prohibition act to prevent the issuance of personal
injunections ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 15825) to authorize the
designation of deputy fiscal or disbursing agents in the De-
partment of Agriculture stationed outside of Washington;
to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. HILL of Washington: A bill (H. R. 15826) to add
certain lands to the Colville National Forest, Wash.; to the
Committee on the Public Lands,

By Mr, HUDSPETH: A bill (H. R. 15827) to amend sec-
tion 2 of an act entitled “ An act authorizing investigations
by the Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary of Com-
merce jointly to determine the location, extent, and mode of
occurrence of potash deposits in the United States, and to
conduct laboratory tests”; to the Committee on Mines and
Mining, :

By Mr. McSWAIN: A bill (IL. R. 15828) to prohibit certain
assiznments to duty in bureaus of the War Department; to
the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R, 15829) regulating the mileage and other
traveling allowances of members of the Officers Reserve Corps;
to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (. R. 15830) to authorize an
increase in the limit of cost of certain naval vessels; to the
Committee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R. 15831) to increase the effi-
#iency of the United States Navy, and for other purposes; to
de Committee on Naval Affairs.

By Mr. JOONSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 15832) re-
leasing and granting to the State of Washington any right, title,
and interest of the United States in an island near the mouth of
the Columbia River, commonly known as Sand Island, and for
other purposes; to the Commitiee on the Public Lands.

By Mrs. ROGERS : A bill (II. &, 15833) to amend the World
War adjusted compensation act as amended ; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15834) authorizing appropriations for con-
struction at military post; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. ZIHLMAN (by request of the Commissioners of the
District of Columbia) ; A bill (H, R. 15835) for the further
protection of fish in the District of Columbia ; to the Committee
on the District of Columnbia,

By Mr. APPLEDBY : A bill (H. R. 15836) to make additions,
extensions, and improvements to the post-office building at
Asbury Park, N. J.; to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds.

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H, R. 15837) to prohibit the use of
time-measuring devices in connection with the work of em-
ployees of the War Department, and for other purposes; to the
Committes on Military Affairs. X

Also, a bill (H. I, 156838) to provide for the purchase of
horses for the Military Establishment; to the Committee on
Military Affairs,

Also, o bill (H. 1Ik. 15839) authorizing the Davis school dis-
trict of Farmington, Utah, to secure water for the unse of the
South Weber School from the water supply of the Ogden ord-
nanee reserve depot; to the Committee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. McLEOD: A bill (H. R. 15840) to prohibit the
prosecution under laws of the United States of a person for
an act in respect of which he has previously been put in
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jeopardy under the State law; to the Committee on the
Judieciary. ¥

Alsgo, a bill (H. R. 15841) to prohibit the admission of evi-
dence obtained by unreasomnable search or seizure; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. COCHRAN : Joint resolution (H. J, Res, 819) propos-
ing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States;
to the Committee on the Judiclary,

Also, joint resolution (H. J. Res. 320) proposing an amend-
ment to the Constitution of the United States; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HUDSON : Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 321) creating
a commission to investigate the subject of ecivil-service retire-
ment and the operation and administration of the law relating
thereto; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr. HAUGEN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 322) authoriz-
ing the Secretary of Agriculture to dispose of real property
loeated in Hernando County, Fia.,, known as the Brooksville
Plant-Introduction Garden, no longer required for plant-intro-
duction purposes; to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr. RANKIN: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 323) to
approve a sale.of land by one Moshulatubba ; to the Commitiee
on Indian Affairs.

By Mr. MoREYNOLDS: Joint resolution (I. J. Res. 324)
authorizing the use of a portion of that part of the United
Stales National Cemetery Reservation at Chattanooga, Tenn.,
lying outside the cemetery walls, for a city pound, animal
shelter, and hospital ; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. PORTER : Concurrent resolution (II. Con. Res. 45)
requesting the President to enter into negotiations with the
Republic of China for the purpose of placing the treaties relat-
ing to Chinese tariff autonomy, extraterritoriality, and other
matters, if any, in controversy between the Republic of China
and the United States of America upon an equal and reciprocal
basis; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. BECK: Resolution (IL Res. 356) authorizing the
Committee on Foreign Affairs to ascertain the extent and char-
acter of unofficial intermeddling in the foreign affairs of the
Unifed States; to the Committee on Rules.

By Mr, FAIRCHILD: Resolution (H. Res. 357) upholding
the President in maintaining the rights of the United States
and of its citizens in Mexico and in Niearagua, and in observ-
ing treaty obligations to the Nicaraguan Government recognized
by the Government of the United States; to the Committee on
Foreign Affairs.

By Mr. TINKHAM : Resolution (II. Res, 358) providing addi-
tional compensation to Thomas F. Farrell and John A. McMil-
lan; to the Committee on Accounts.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. ADKINS: A bill (H. R, 15842) for the relief of Capt,
James P. Murphy; to the Committee on War Claims.

Dy Mr. BACHMANN: A bill (H. R. 15843) granting an in-
crease of pension to Sebina L. Hill; to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15844) granting an increase of pension
to Catherine Reynolds; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 156845) granting an Increase
of pension to Walter T. Ponton; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 15846) granting an increase of pension
to Frederick L. Bagle; to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 15847) granting a pension to Anna I,
Myers; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. BURDICK: A bill (H, R. 15848) granting an in-
crease of pension to Mary A. Sanders; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. It. 15849) for the relief of Edwin D. Morgan ;
to the Commitiee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CANFIELD: A bill (H. R. 15850) granting a pen-
sion to Sarah J. Rlea; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (II, R. 15851) granting a pension to Samantha A.
Mehinney ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. CELLER: A bill (H. R. 15852) for the relief of
Max Hartenstein; to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. CHALMERS: A bill (H. R. 15853) granting an in-
crease of pension to Margaret Trotter; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. COCHRAN: A bill (H. R. 15854) granting an increase
of pension to Elizabeth M¢Cue; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. CRUMPACKER: A bill (II. R. 15855) for the relief
of Clifford J. Sanghove; to the Committee on OClaims.
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By Mr. DICKINSON of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 15830) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Jacob G. Lobaugh; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Pensions.

DBy Mr. EATON: A bill (H. R. 16857) granting an increase
of pension to Mary E., MeDavitt; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. ESTERLY : A bill (H. R. 15858) granting a pension
to P'ricilla Hillegas; to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. . 15859) granting an increase of pension to
Helen It. Smith; to the Commifteée on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FENN: A bill (H. IX. 168060) granting an increase of
pension to Mary B. Grifith; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 15861) granting an increase of pension to
Mary S8, Walter; to the Committee on Invalld Pensions.

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H, R. 15802) granting an in-
crease of pension to Mary A, Lopgworth; to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R, 15863) for the relief of the
‘widow of Warren V, Howard; to the Committee on Military
Affairs, L

By Mr. FREAR : A bill (H. IR, 15864) granting an increase of
pension to Eliza B. Smith; to the Committee on Invalid
Penslons.

Also, a bill (H. R. 156865) granting an inerease of pension to
Rose R. Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. It. 15866) for the relief of
estate of Katherine Heinrich (Charles Grieser and others, ex-
ecutors) ; to the Committee on Cluims,

By Mr. GIFFORD: A bill (E. Rt. 15807) for the relief of
Francis Sweeney; to the Committee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15868) granting a pension to Jullette
Ierry; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. HAMMER: A bill (H. R. 15869) granting an in-
ercase of pension to Rachel Dunning; to the Committee on
Tensions.

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 15870) granting a pension
to Mina Barden; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KENDALL: A bill (H. R. 15871) granting an increase
of pension to SBarah Morrison; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R, 15872) granting an increase of pension to
Kate A. Zinn; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. KIESS: A bill (H. R. 15873) granting an Increase of
pension to Amy Lampman; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
gions,

DBy Mr. KURTZ: A bill (H. R. 15874) granting an increase
of pension to Mary I. Gracey; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 15875) granting an increase of pension to
Jennle Hicks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15876) granting an increase of pension to
Margaret A. Dively; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (. R. 15877) granting an increase of pension to
Anna M. Hicks; to the Committee on Invalld Pensions,

By Mr. LOZIER: A bill (H. R. 15878) granting an increase
of pension to Ellzabeth A. Mills; to the Committes on Invalid
Pensions.

Algo, a bill (H. R. 155878) granting an increase of pension to
Emily Raber; to the Committee on Penslons, i

DBy Mr. McEEOWN: A bill (H. R. 158380) granting a pension
to Rachel ¥. Burdg; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H, R, 15881) granting a pension to Eliza Towell ;
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MADDEN: A bill (H. R. 15882) to credit the se-
counts of Rickings J. Shand, United States property and dis-
bursing oflicer, Illinois National Guard; to the Committee on
Claims.

By Mr. MAJOR: A bill (H. R. 15883) granting a pension
to Martha Hicks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 15884) granting an in-
crease of pension to Aunle M. Power; to the Committee on
Invalid Penslons.

Also, a hill (H., R. 13885) granting an increase of pension
to Harriett Six; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Ar. ROWBOTTOM: A bhill (H. R. 1588G) granting an
increase of pension to Eliza A. Richeson; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. SCHNEIDER: A bill (H. . 15887) granting an
incrense of pension to Eulalie Charboneau; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr, SWING: A bill (H. R. 15888) granting an increase
of pension to Della V., Eelsey; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,
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By Mr. TAYLOR of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 15880) grant-
ing a pension to Annie H. Kenny; to the Committee on Invulid
Pensions,

By Mr. TINCHER: A bill (H. R. 15890) granting a pension
to Lydia Emmnline Dicus; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. UPDIEE: A bill (H. R. 15801) for the rellef of
Mary R. Long; to the Committee on Claims,

Also, a bill (H. 1. 15852) granting an hororable discharge
to W. G. Burress; to the Committee on Military AfTairs,

Also, a bill (H. R. 15803) granting a pension to Jessie 8.
Erle; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. IR 156804) granting a pension to Flora A,
Haymaker ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. . 15805) granting a pension to Florence
A. Haines; to the Committee on Invalld Pensions.

Also, a bill (EL R. 15806) granting an inerease of pension
to Annie L, Marksbury ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (IL I 1H807) granting a pension to Melissa A,
Trulock Lindsey; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 15898) granting a penslon to Elizabeth
Redding ; to the Commitice on Invalid Pensions.

Also, & bill (II. R. 15809) granting an increase of pension
to Joseph M. Dennis; to the Committee on Pensions,

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clanse 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows:

4450, Petition of Religious Liberty Association of Tacoma
Park, Washington, D, O, transmitting a petition signed by
163 citizens of Cincinnati, Ohio, protesting the passage of
House bill 10311; fo the Committee -on the District of Co-
Tumhia,

4437. By Mr, AYRES: Petition of eitizens of Wellington,
Kans, in behalf of legislation favoring Indian war veterans
and their widows; to the Committee on Pensions

4438, By Mr. BURTNESS: Petition of Rev. J. It. Weurlch,
pastor of the Community Church, Starkweather, N, D., con-
cerning the amending of the preamble of the Constitution
of the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

4430, By Mr, CRAMTON : Petition of J, B. Earl and 97 otlier
residents of 8t Clair, Mich, urging that there be no modifica-
tion of thie present immigration law to increase the guota, and
urging passage of the deporfation bill; to the Commitiee on
Imimigration,

4440. By Mr. CULLEN : Resolutions adopted by the board of
directors of the Brooklyn Chamber of Commerce, expressing
opposition to the construction of a deep-water highwiy from
Montrenl, Cantida, to Duluth, Minn.; to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors.

4441. Also, resolution of the Medical Society of the County
of Kings, adopted at its regular meeting on December 21, 10246,
lLield at the Medleal Soeciety Duilding, 1313 Bedford Avenue,
Brooklyn, N, Y., expressing opposition lo thie Sheppard-Towner
miternity act; to the Committee en Inferstute and Foreign
Commerce.

4442, By Mr. GALLIVAN: Petition of Miss Mary L. Doyle,
257 E Street, South Boston, Mass, urging the ennctment of
prompt legislation to clear up the situation regarding radio
broadeasting; to the Committee on the Merchunt Marine and
TFisheries,

4443, By Mr, KELLER: Petition of Itev. W. J, Johnstone and
33 other residents of St. aul, Minn,, nrging the enactment of
Honse bill 10311 ; to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

4444, By Mr. KING : Petition against compulsory Suuday ob-
servance, signed by Geo, W. Anderson and 64 other citizens of
Andover and Cambridge, I1L.; to the Committee on the District
of Columbin.

4445, By Mr. MAGRADY: Petition of sundry citizens of
Berwick, I'a., urging the passage of House bill 10811, known as
the Lankford Sunday rvest bill, for the Distriet of Columbia;
to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

4440. By Mr. MAJOR: Petition of certain voters of Tughes-
ville, Mo., urging passage of Civil War pension bill providing
increase of pension for soldiers and their widows; to the Com-
mittee on Invalid Penslons,

4447, By Mr. MARTIN of Massichusetts: Petition of sundry
citizens of Raynham, Mass, against compulsory Sunday ob-
servance legislation; to the Committée on the District of
Columbia.

4448, By Mr. SINNOTT : Petitions of citizens of Oregon, pro-
testing against Sunday observance bills; to the Committee on
the District of Columbia.
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